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Current Topics. 


The Annual Meeting of the Law Society. 

THE ANNUAL meeting of the Law Society, on the 9th inst., 
was concerned rather with matters of the current business of 
law and 
procedure, ind doubtless this is the convenient course A 
wider scope 1s more appropriate to the provincial meeting 
Thus there was no discussion of the Law of Property Bill—the 


the society than with any general questions relating to 


matter which just now most profoundly affects the profession 
nor, indeed, any reference to it, so far as our report hews. 
except that Mr. Morton illustrated the labours of the Council 
by saying that many of the members take the Bill home to 
study. Possibly others do the same, for without stu ly no 
opinion can be formed of it However, it is now hardly pos- 
sible for the Bill to make much further progress before the 
Vacation, and it should receive full discussion at the Liverpool 
meeting. Of the matters which did receive notice, the most 
interesting were Sir WALTER TROWER’S renewed plea for the 
co-operation of the Bar and the Law Society in establishing 
a single law school, and Mr. Betu’s plea for that long overdue 
change—charging litigation costs by a Jump sum It i 
singular that what was to be the efa of reconstruction is in 
fact so entirely barren of result We have ceased r instance, 


almost to hear of a Ministry of Justice 


Excess Profits Duty and Corporation Profits Tax. 

INTEREST IN the debates on the Finance Bill appears to have 
centred mainly on the Excess Profits Duty, the position o* 
co-operative societies, and the repeal of the Land Duties. The 
Excess Profits Duty, it is generally admitted, deserves all the 
abuse it gets, but it has the merit that it raises money, and 
that, with the Chancellor of the Exchequer’, appears to be 
the chief consideration at the present time But he has vir- 
tually promised to bring back the duty from 60 per cent to 
which it is now raised—to 40 per cent. next year, and mean 
while the Government will study alternatives which may ena 
them to get rid of the tax altogether. Of course, they lost 
the chance of doing this in the present year by their some- 
what precipitate retreat from the proposal for a levy on war 
wealth—-a tax for which in principle there was everything 
to be said. The question of the liability of co-operative socie- 
ties to be taxed on profits arising by mutual trading concerns 
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both income tax and the new Corporation Profits Tax, and it 
is a little difficult to distinguish between the two; but appar- 
ently the rejection of the amendment to exempt these profits 
from the new tax is not to prejudice the discussion of exemp- 
tion from income tax. It is interesting to note that among 
the amendments made to clause 45, which regulates the deter- 
mination of profits for Corporation Profits Tax, was one 
which allows the deduction of a share of profits distributed 
to employees under a profit-sharing scheme. We should add 
that this clause specifically deals with the case of co-operative 
societies by providing by sub-clause 2 (h) that ‘‘ profits shall 
include, in the case of mutual trading concerns, the surplus 
arising from transactions with members.”’ 


The Repea! of the Land Value Duties. 

THe repeat of the Land Value Duties has naturally not 
been allowed to go without protest. We need not now in- 
quire into the substantial merits of the scheme. In practice 
it broke down, and a general valuation in accordance with 
the very special provisions of the Finance Act, 1910, proved 
costly, without bringing in any appreciable sum. The ques- 
tion before the Government was whether to amend the scheme 
and make it practicable or to drop it altogether, and the latter 
alternative has been adopted. But we doubt whether this is 
the last that will be heard of the matter. Meanwhile, the 
duties cease to be chargeable; arrears will not be collected, 
and duties paid will on request be returned. The obligation 
of the Inland Revenue to make the valuation under section 
26 of the Act of 1910 will cease, but the Valuation Depart- 
ment willyremain, and, apart from other duties unconnected 
with the Tand values duties. it will still collect particulars as 
to sales of land and leases for over fourteen years: and hence. 
apparently, it will still be necessary to deliver particulars an4 
obtain an appropriate stamp on conveyances. All this is at 
present rather unsettled, but we understand that the usual 
practice as to obtaining Form G is being followed. The 
clauses of the Finance Bill as to stamps appear to have been 
accepted without alteration, except that clause 37 (2), relating 
to composition for stamp duties on accident and indemnity 
policies, has been dropped. The effect is that companies 
capital duty has been increased since 20th April last from 
5s. to £1 per cent., and that, as from Ist September next, 
receipts will have to bear a 2d. stamp, and from that date the 
duty on transfers of stocks and shares will be £1 per cent 
instead of 10s From a statement made by Mr. CHAMBERLAIN 
in connection with clause 13, which continues income tax at 
the rate of 6s. in the £, it appears that there is no immediate 
prosvect of a Bill to carry out the general recommendations 
of the Income Tax Commission, including the abandonment 
of the three years’ average system—the objections to which we 
are unable to appreciate—and provisions to prevent evasions ; 
that is, improner evasions. for the Chancellor of the Ex 
chequer recognizes that evasion mav be proper or improper 
The distinction is, of course, well recognized by the courte. 


The New Rent Restriction Act. 


WE PRINT elsewhere the text of the Increase «f Rent and 
Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920. The ‘‘ Student of 
Politics '’ who enlivens for us in the 7imes the course of Par- 
liamentary debate commented on it—or rather on the Bill- 
as follows (22nd June): 

“ The Bill is difficult reading, not to he understanded without 
a headache by anv but lawvers. The subject is admittedly very 
difficult and complicated, and general principles, if given free run. 
wonld soon play skittles with houses. But Bills would be much 
easier to read and understand if the sentences were shorter and 
(for the clanses must. one supposes. be long) if the sentences were 
articulated in their limbs and exhibited in separate paragraphs. 
Also, it would helo the ordinary man if, beneath each provision, 
concrete examples were given of its working, such as one sometimes 
sees done in the text-books of law Or is the idea of lewislation 
that to be intelligible by the vulgar is to be found out?” 


Of course there has been in modern times a great improve- 
ment in the articulation of cl-uses ; the same improvement has 





the process might have been carried further. As to illustra 
tive cases, the English Legislature has net yet adopted this 
device, though it was, we believe, introduced by MAcAULay in 
framing the Anglo-Indian Codes. With us it is reserved for 
the text-book writer to elucidate statute law by examples— 
e.g-, in Cuatmers’ Bills of Exchange and Pottock’s Partner. 
ship. But if the Rent Restriction Act had waited for such 
embellishment it would have been more hopelessly belated 
than in fact it is. ‘ 


Some Points on the Act. 

But wHATEVER are the difficulties of the Act, lawyers will 
have to make the attempt to understand it and assist in work. 
ing it. The general principles as to.the houses and busines 
premises protected, and the restrictions on the increase of rent 
and mortgage interest, are sufficiently clear. But to understand 
the Act in detail a good deal of examination of its terms is 
required. Thus, while an addition of 15 per cent. to the rent 

35 per cent. in the case of business premises—is allowed asa 
matter of course (but in the case of houses previously pro 
tected only 5 per cent. in the first year after the Act), the 
next 25 per cent. depends on questions of repair and liability 
for repair, and the provisions in this respect will not, perhaps, 
be altogether easy to apply. In cases of dispute the county 
court is to be the final authority. Where the landlord is 
responsible for the whole repair, the 25 per cent. increase can 
be suspended if the house is ‘‘ not in a reasonable state of 
repair.’’’ A house is defined to be in such a state when it is 
‘‘in good and tenantable repair’’ (section 2 (4)), and this 
takes us to the test established in Proudfoot vy. Hart (% 
Q. B. D. 42). Probably county court judges will have to 
apply this test pretty frequently. 
crease unless the landlord could determine the tenancy apart 
from the Act, and this principle, which was implicit in the 
earlier Act of 1915, is expressly stated in section 3 of the 
present Act. It should be naticed that under section 5 (3), 
which repeats section 1 (3) of the second Increase of Rent Act 
of 1919, tenants brought within the protection for the first 
time can obtain the rescission of an order for possession made 
before the Act, which remains unexecuted. Under section 6 
no distress for rent can be made in respect of a protected house 
without the leave of the county court. This is a new pro 
vision. The provision of section 12 (5) as to the apportionment 
of mortgages, where the property comprises dwelling-houses 
and other land, is new, and it seems hardly worth while to 
introduce this complication—with a possible reference to an 
arbitrator appointed by the President of the Surveyors’ Instr 
tution—into so temporary a measure. Clanse 15 is also new, 
and defines the terms of the ‘‘ statutory tenancy.’’ The 
terms of the original tenancy continue, so far as consistent 
with the provisions of the Act, and it is made clear that the 
tenant cannot give up possession without notice. These are 
some of the more obvious points of the Act, and there is the 
penalty—under section 10—for excessive charges for furnished 
lettings. But a complete understanding of the Act requires 
careful, and, perhaps, as the ‘‘ Student of Politics ’’ says, 
head-splitting study. 


Protecturates and Crown Colonies. 

Ir 1s announced in the daily Press that British East Africa 
is to be re-named ‘‘ Kenya ’’ and divided into Kenya Colony 
and Kenya Protectorate. At the same time that part which 
is included in the ‘‘ Colony ’’ is to be formally annexed by 
the Crown and become British soil with the status of a Crowm 
Colony. A strip of territory along the coast is to continue 
to have the status of a Protectorate only, technically forming 
portion of the Sultan of Zanzibar’s dominions. What has 


hitherto been known as British East Africa affords, perhaps, 
the best illustration that exists of the extremely thin divisioa 
between some of the protectorates and the status of a Crowl 
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taken place in conveyancing, and it is becoming increasingly 
the practice to express deeds and wills in paragraph form; 
and the present Act is fairly well articulated, though doubtles 


But there can be no in- | 
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colony. It is time that the anomalous 
remedied with respect to Kenya Colony—occupied by so many 
of the African protectorates should be remedied with respect 
to all of these. For purposes of practical government the 
rotectorates referred to are inside the ring fence of the 
King’s dominions. For purposes of British citizenship they 
are outside the dominions and are foreign soil. In the case 
of British East Africa itself, it would indeed have been extra- 
ordinary had the formal annexation been delayed longer. A 
year ago (on 22nd July, 1919) the legislative authority of 
the Protectorate enacted a statute—the Legislative Council 
Ordinance, 1919—by which the territory was divided into 
electoral areas, and provision made for eleven elected repre- 
sentatives to be returned by the European community as 
members of the Legislative Council. A Legislative Council, 
consisting partly of elected members and legislating under 
British authority for the inhabitants of foreign territory, 
seems an unnecessary and inconvenient anomaly. Tossibly 
the territory of Southern Rhodesia is still in the same position 
juridically as British East Africa was until the recent change; 
but the anomaly in this case has been somewhat disguised 
by the British South Africa Company serving as a link between 
the territory and the Crown. 


The Admissibility of Confessions. 

IN THE recent murder appeal of Rex v. Goslett (Times, 12th 
inst.), the point taken must have seemed strange to a layman, 
although a lawyer can see its importance. The prisoner hal 
been convicted practically on his own confession, no evidence 
having been called to shew that the police had tested the truth 
of the statements therein contained, and had found out that 
they were consistent with the facts. The prisoner had, :n 
fact, implicated another person in his confession, and had 
ealled it ‘‘ King’s Evidence.’’ The case for the appellant wa: 
that such a confession ought not to have been admitted in 
evidence at all; or, if admitted, that it should have been 
verified by independent evidence; or, at any rate, that the 
judge should have cautioned the jury to weigh it very care- 
fully—which they could not have done, as they gave their 
verdict within eight minutes -of leaving the box. The in- 
genious suggestion contained in the last point is certainly a 
novel argument. But as regards the main point, it was cer- 
tainly difficult to suggest that the prisoner’s evidence had been 
made, under threats or promises: the mere fact that he chose 
to act as King’s Evidence, as he supposed, obviously gives a 
prisoner no right to special indulgence. The layman, cer- 
tainly, would regard the exclusion of such a confession as the 
merest technicality. But, then, the layman does not know the 
history of the rule of evidence, which excludes confessions 
made otherwise than voluntarily ; it was built up by our great 
common law judges of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, 
when the not quite abandoned practice of torture and the very 
common practice of police pressure made@ll confessions very 
unreliable. Even in India to-day, where the native police 
have standards now antiquated in Europe, but perhaps not 
in America, confessions are admittedly too often obtained by 
violence and torture, with the result that the prisoner con- 
stantly repudiates them in open court. 


The American Senate. 

WE notice a curious blunder appearing almost universally 
in the daily press. The newspapers point out that not the 
American President’alone is elected in November: so also ar> 
one-half of the House of Representatives (elected for four 
years) and one-third of the Senate (elected for aix 
years) So far all is correct, But then they go on 
to add that while the Lower House is elected by the 
people, thie Senate is elected by the Legislatures of the 
Separate States. This is an archaism. Until 1912 it was so 
The Constitution of the United States vested the election of 
Senators in the State Legislatures, two for each State. But in 
1912 this system was altered by the seventeenth amendment 
of the American Constitution. That amendment provided 
that in future the two Senators of each State should be elected 


position-—now , 








by the Senatorial electors of that State: i.¢., the people quali- 
fied the State Senate In the United States this 
means practically the whole people There are forty-eight 
American States, so that sixteen of them elect Senators every 
rotation. We need scarcely add that, althougn 
President, Senators and Congressmen are elected in November, 
the President remains in office until 5th March, and usually 
remains to veto the measures and prove a thorn in the side o' 
his successful opponents during those six months, 


to elect 


two vears in 


Recent Developments of Trade 
Union Law. 


ViI.—Tue Statrvurory Protection or Trape Unions. 


In our earlier articles we have discussed the peculiarities of 
that form of ‘‘ Trespass on the case,’’ which consists in ‘‘ un- 
lawful interference with the rights of any subject to conduct 
his own affairs as he pleases.’’ We have pointed out how it 
ie affected by the fact that the tort-feasor is not one but many. 
We have pointed out that in certain circumstances 
conduct prima facie tortious ceases to be so where ‘‘ justifica- 
exists, ¢.g., in the legitimate 
defence of one’s trade interests or in the exercise of business 
competition: Mogul Steamship case (1892, A. C. 25), Santen 
v. Busnach (29 T. L. R. 214). We may here just add that 
‘* justification ’’ or ‘‘ privilege’’ must be distinguished from 
‘motive’’: an act otherwise 
unlawful is not rendered lawful by mere goodness of motive 
on the part of a person who commits it under circumstancee 
which are not privileged: South Wales Miners’ Federation vy, 
(1905, A. C. 239). 
to the obscure 


al 
aiso 


tion ’’ or “* privileged occasion ’’ 


mere purity and hona fides of 


Glamoraan Coal Co 
But in 
‘ justification,’’ 


common law doctrine of 
which reaches the extreme limits of dubiety 
and uncertainty, there exist also the even greater obscurities 
of ‘‘ statutory ’’ justification, as appearing in the various 
Trade Union Acts. That celebrated member of the last Par- 
liarrent which sat at College Green, Sir Boyte Rocne, is gener- 
ally credited with the paternity of this famous bull: ‘‘ The 
greatest of all human misfortunes is immediately followed by 
a still greater.’’ Certainly to the student of trade disputes 
law the most difficult of all doubtful cases seems always to 
be followed by one more difficult still. Now, bulls are simply 
unintended paradoxes ; and every paradox is merely an illogical 
statement of a real truth which lies hidden in the only par- 
That 
truth, in the present case, is the fact that values are largely 
subjective, and that thevalue which is greatest at moment A 
may not be greatest also at moment B, because our subjective 
perception of it has changed with the change in our mental 
Even in the apparently rigid external world of 
physical nature, two equal lines may be of different sizes when 
the observer is movihg in different’ directions: the now fami- 
liar principle of relativity. The difference is not apparent; it 
is real; it is due to the fact that all measurements of length 
arrived at by looking at the two ends of the measured 
distance from different angles and at different instants of time 
So in human affairs, our measurements of 
the importance of events is similarly dependent on the personal 
equation, and part of this subjective estimate is a real part of 
the value of the object estimated 

Now, the difficulty which arises in the understanding and 
interpretation of trade union law and statutes is mainly due 
to precisely this principle of relativity in the point of view of 
the judges deciding such points in successive generations during 
which opinion has undergone an extraordinarily rapid change 
Within the lifetime of the average practi- 
tioner to-day three quite different principles have been, con- 
sciously .or unconsciously, applied to the question of ‘‘ combina- 
tion,’’ which enters into all trade union questions. The old 
common law view, dominant until the closing years of the nine- 
teenth century, regarded all combinations for any purpose with 
deep disfavour, A ‘‘ combination ’’ to the authors of the 
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tatute, De Consynratoribu 
When two freemen or serfs 
in the Middle Ages, it 
was usually to attack some old custom, or even to overthrow 
lawful authority. Even to this day, under military law, it is an 
offence for two or more soldiers to combine together to make 
a complaint, although each is entitled to make complaint 


famous Plantagenet 
meant essentially something evil 


or nobles or prieste combined together 


individually The reason is that combination of any kind 
accustoms men to act together under the authority of others 
than their officers, and so may pove the way for mutiny Tn 
the Middle Ages, when the military principle of ‘feudal 


subordmation was equally essential to the good order of society, 
of men to attain common ends was equally 
established order, and 
Combinations, 
or of 


the ‘‘ combination "’ 
regarded as ‘‘ conspiring ’’ against the 
therefore against the the State 
accordingly, whether of workmen to secure higher 
undertakers to raise prices, or of capitalists to construct a canal, 
were equally regarded with detestation and suspicion. Indeed, 
the first enterprises were regarded 
with the same disfavour as * forestallers ”’ 
found it best 


welfare of 
wages, 


undertakers of joint stock 
‘ monopolists ’’ or 


or  engrosse! ”’ and ex ahundanti cauteld to 


secure the protection of Royal charters or private Acts. These 
turned the combination from being a conspiracy against the 
State into an act of disciplined organisation under the 


King’s commission, given 


turned him 


authority of the State—much as the 
to a Highland chief in the seventeenth century, 
from a leader of brigands into a loyal servant of the King 

Now the « 
fhat every combination of any 
and until brought 
and so regularised 
and treason—not on economic 
imagined, but 


ommon law grew up undet the settled conviction 
kind was a conspiracy, unless 
within the existing system of social order 
Thus trade unions were naturally regarded 
as mutinies grounds of laisser 
faire, as is sometimes erroneously 
cause of the old common law view we have just explained 
But in the nineteenth century a change oi 
opinion took place outside the legal world. The ‘‘ Right of 
Association ’’ was demanded by the French and the American 
revolutionists as one of the “‘ Rights of Man This included 
the right to form clubs, friendly societies, trade unions, poli- 
unions, hitherto all alike regarded 

wicked, forms of anarchy. Gradu 
’ spread throughout the economic 
trade 


simply be 


the course of 


religious 
not to Say 


tical unions, 
questionable, 
ally the idea of ‘ 
world, shewing itself in joint stock companies, 
a form of social disorder by 


association ’ 
societies, 
unions From being regarded as 
all respectable men at the beginning of the nineteenth cen 
tury, special sign of social 
and spiritual grace by the twentieth 
But the law and the lawyer stood quite outside this 
trend of sentiment, and still retained their common law suspi 
cion of ‘‘ combinations.’’ This, we think, partially explains 
the judicial attitude towards the end of the last century. The 
still with all the 
combinations o? 


it had become regarded almost as a 


the commencement of 


century 


viewed combinations 
impartially, whether 
although this the working classes 


judges, on the whole, 
old disfavour 
workmen or middle class men, 
failed to understand 

But the last twenty vears saw a triumph of the principle 
‘ both in trade union matters and elsewhere. 
The lawyers lost their old distrust of it Hence from 1900 to 
1918 there was a curious reversal of the old attitude, 
The tendency of judges and jurists alike was to minimise the 
importance of tort The 
ablest judges began to attempt to get rid of it altogether 
and to suggest that such leading cases as Quinn v. Leathem, 
decided in the earlier opinion, and packed full of 


judicial references to 


quite 


of ‘‘ association,”’ 
judicial 


‘combination '’ as an element in 


st age of 
conspiracy 


Leen the tortfeasor, and not a 


tortious had only one person 
com bination This frame of mind shews itself in GrAlan y 
National aged I’nion (1903, 2 K. B. 600): see judg 


Vetallic Roofina ("a 
and in the successive 


ment of Lord Justice Romer in Jose v 
ot Canada (Limited) (1908, A. €@. 514): 
éditions of Sir Frevrerick Po.rock’s clasmeal treatise on Tort 
combination ’’ was no 


‘* association ’’ had hecome virtuous: 
and 


longer to be suspected merely because it was combination :; 
60 judges not unnaturally attempted to justify earlier decisions 





1399, | 


would equally have been — 


by shewing that they were not based on conspiracy at all. 
This frame of mind led to the, passing of the famous Trade 
Disputes Act, 1906, and to the somewhat excessive protection 
“of trade unions and trade disputes, which the courts for many 
years considered themselves bound to afford by this interpreta- 
tion of the terms of that statute. ‘‘ An act done in pursuance 
of an agreement or combination of two or more persons shall, 
if done in contemplation and furtherance of a trade dispute, 
unless the act, if done without such agree- 
ment or combination, would be actionable ’’; so runs section | 
of the Trade Disputes Act. This expressed faithfully the 
judicial sentiment of the next thirteen years, as illustrated by 
the arguments and judgments in, say, Conway v Wade (1909, 
A. C. 506). 

But Time has his revenge. 
reaction in judicial sentiment has taken place. 
Hyde 


not be actionable 


Within the last two years a 
This has shewn 
(1919, 2 Ch 


itself in the recent cases of Valentine 

129) (Mr. Justice AstBury), of Davies vy. Thomas (36 a 
39) (Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence), and of Pratt vy. British 
Vedival Association (1919, 1K. B. 261) (Mr. Justice 


In each of these three cases a new point of view 
the tendency to emphasise the fact that a com- 
merely because it is a combination, may 
be calculated to intimidate a normal man, and therefore is 
equivalent to the use of violence or threats. This re-establishes 
conspiracy as a ground liability, but gives for it a new 
moral basis, not the mere ‘‘ combination,’’ but the ‘‘ intimida- 
tion ’’ inherent in it under the complex mutual relations of 
modern society—a ground which could have no meaning in 
medieval society, when every man was economically indepen- 
dent of his neighbour, or very nearly so. 

What has caused this recent judicial reaction? We believe 
It means the growth of a ten- 
among educated men, whether lawyers or laymen, to 
attach a new significance to trade combinations. For during 
the last few years the spirit of ‘‘ combination ’’ has undergone 
another metamorphosis. It is no longer the mere ‘‘ Right of 
Association ’’ that is claimed by writers on politica! philosophy, 
but the right of associations, as such, to govern and dictate 
It almost seems as if elective constituencies, based on geo- 
graphical units, such as the town or county, were to find a 
formidable rival in similar constituencies of an ‘‘ occupational ” 
other words, ‘‘ soviets,’’ ‘‘ syndicates’’ or “ trade 
unions The Trade Union Congress would seem to claim an 
authority in the task of government very similar to that which 
Parliament claimed from the King in Tudor and Stuart days 

[lence ‘‘ combinations "’ have come to possess a wholly new 
significance, and to create a new distrust. It is therefore 
natural that the recent trend of juristic and of judicial opinion 
should be to re-establish, although in a novel form, the old 
common law distrust of all combinations and their activities, 
except in so far as they can bring themselves within the ambit 
of statutory authorgy With this remark we must conclude 4 
series of articles in which we have been able only to discuss 
. few of the great issues involved in modern industrial law. 


McCarpie) 
has arisen ; 
bination of persons, 


it is not casual or capricious. 


dency 


type; in 








The Highwaymen’s Case. 


Rolston (Times of 2nd July) was an action in 
Jench Division. brought to recover the amount of 
certain ——— The defence was that the cheques had been 
given in payment of bets, and eventually judgment was given 
for the defendant. The point was also taken that the plain- 
tiffs (w _ were bookmakers) were carrying on an illegal busi- 
n partnership, and were on this round not entitled to 
recover. In connection with the point of illegality in c arrying 
on a partnership bus siness for the seneatnd of betting, reference 
‘suit by one highwayman against another for 
Thereupon Mr. Justice Daruine said: ‘I 
alwavs feel some doubt whether that case ever existed. I 
fancy someone was jesting with the Court of Chancery. It ss 
not referred to as Turpin v. Sheppard, or anything of that 
sort. It is nowhere given a name, but is simply called ‘ The 
Highwaymen’s Case.’’’ Mr. Justice Dartine hae fallen inte 
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a singular error. The case is not anonymous, and has been 
referred to both in text-books and reported cases as Hveret v 
Wilhams. Two reported cases at least may be cited for this 
In Sykes v. Beadon (1879, 11 Ch. D. 170, 195) Sir Georce 
JESSEL mentioned “‘ the well-known case of the highwaymen ’ 
as ‘‘ authority ’’ for the proposition he was laying down, the 
name Kveret v. Williams being given in the footnote, and cited 
from Lindley on Partnership In Thwutes v. Coulthwaite 
(1896, 1 Ch. 496, 498) Mr. Justice Cuittry referred to ‘‘a 
suit by one highwayman against another for a partnership 
account of his share of the plunder,’’ the case being again 
Wiliams, from Lindley on 
Partnership, and also from the Law Quarterly Review : 

That the case of the highwayman suing for an account evet 
existed is not, of course, demonstrated by the mere fact of a 
name being given to it. But on this point, also, Mr. Justice 
DARLING is wrong, though it must be admitted that for a long 
time—in fact up to the year 1893—doubts were expressed by 
text-writers as to the case being a genuine one. The history 
of the report of the case is remarkable It has never appeared 
in any regular official report, but seems to have been published 
for the first time in the Kuropean Mayazine (well-known ‘in 
London in the later eighteenth and 
centuries). Apparently, the first reference in a text-book to 
Everet v. Wiliams is to be found in Evans’ translation of 
Pothier on Obligations (1806) At p. 3 of vol. 2 it is said 
‘There is a tradition that a suit was instituted by a highway 
man against his companion to account for his share of the 
plunder, and a copy of the proceedings has been published 
as found among the papers of a deceased attorney.’’ A 
statement of the case is then given, citing as authority 
European Magazine, 1787, vol. 2, p. 360 Evans, however, 
doubted the authenticity of the case 

In the early editions of Lindley on Partnership / veret 
v. Welliams is cited from Evans’ Pothier In the 2nd edition 
(1867) the author says: ‘‘ There is some doubt whether it 
actually occurred ; real or fictitious, it is a good illustration of 
an illegal partnership.’’ In the latest (1912) edition (p.113) 
the case is fully referred to, and treated as genuine, its authen 
ticity having by that time beén established 

In the 5th (1889) edition of Pollock on Contracts (at p. 263) 
it is said that ‘‘the story is more than doubtful,’’ and the 
case is not cited by name, though reference is made to Lindley 
on Partnership and also to Sykes v. Beadon (supra) It is 
suggested in a footnote that the ‘‘ 
from Lord KENYON once saying by way of illustration ‘‘ that 
he would not sit to take an account between two robbers on 
Hounslow Heath In the Law Quarterly Review for 1893, 
vol. 9, at p. 105, it was pointed out by a correspondent that 
the story appeared in the Huropean Magazine in 1787, and 
Lord Kenyon’s remarks (there quoted) were made in 1797, 
and so could not have started the story. The learned editor 
of the Law Quarterly Review, however, still declined to believe 
the story to be a true one, and thought it must have originated 
“from some otherwise forgotten jest or hoax in an equity 
In the following number of the 
Law Quarterly Review (vol. 9, p. 197) appears a note headed 
“ The Highwayman’s Case (/veret v. Williams).’’ The note 
‘Truth is stranger than fiction The story of a 
highwayman filing a bill in equity for an account against his 
partner, which we had always doubted (ante, p. 105)), is 
correct after all.’’ An account of the case is then given, the 
Statement in the Luropean Magazine having been verified by 
an examination of the original records at the Record Office 
The bill was on the equity side of the Exchequer. The parties 
were Joun Everet and Josepa Wi ttiams. and the bill was 
filed before the year 1725. The bill set out that a partnership had 
been entered into by the defendant with the plaintiff, who was 
“ skilled in dealing in several sorts of commodities,’’ and that 
the parties ‘‘ had proceeded jointly with good success on 
Hounslow Heath, where they dealt with a gentleman for a 
gold watch,’’ and so forth. On 30th October, 1725. an order 


cited in the footnote as A veret v 


earlier nineteenth 


might have arisen 


legend ’ 


draftsman’s chambers.’’ 


begins 


was made referring the case for report, on the ground of 
On 13th November the bill was 


scandal and impertinence. 


dismissed with costs on the plaintiff's application. On 29th 
November the Court confirmed the report (which reported the 
bill both scandalous and impertinent), and ordered the 
solicitors of the plaintiff (Wittiam Waite and WILLIAM 
WREATHCOCK) to be attached On 6th December the solici- 
tors were brought before the Court and fined £50 each The 
counsel (one JONATHAN CoLLins) who had signed the bill was 
ordered to pay the defendant's taxed costs 

The authenticity of Everet v. Wiliams having thus twenty 
even years ago) been completely e tablished, it should no 
Llivshwaymen's Case,’’ but 
by the names of the parties in the usual mannet No doubt 
cite the ease as Averet v. 


onger be referred to merely as the 


Mr. Justice DaRLING will 
Williams in future 


preter to 
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Reviews. 
Landlord and Tenant. 


Due Law or Lanvtorp AND ‘TENANT, INCLUDING THE Practice ty Esxct- 
AND Rext ResTeictTions, WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THR 
\ RaL Hopi Acer, 1908; INCREASE Or Rent anp Morrt- 
‘ INTEREST (Resrricrions) Acts, 1915-1919; AND OTHER STATUTES 
By Joseru Hawortu Repman, Barvister-ai-Lav Seventh Edition 
Butterworth & ¢ 17s. 6d. net 
We doubt whether it was worth while to burden a work of this kind, 
! iwvyel! regard rT f the most useful treatises on the 
law f landlord and tenant, th references to the Rent Restrictions 
Act wid with the text of the Acts themselves These are merely tem 
porary statutes, and, indeed, as here printed they are already obsolete, 
aud though the general statement of the effect of the obsolete statutes 
nay st be usetul, yet it is not to Mr. Redman’s work that the practi 
tioner will turn for this information. Misfortune also attends the useful 
statement of the Land Value Duties im respect of leasehold here 1 
1L.V.D n the case of leases for more than fourteen year and there 1s 
reversion det rhe latter du atter its introduction in 1910, was 
materia varied by statute, so as to make it workable, but this was no 
good Lhe courts t ind in the wording of the Act of 1910 directions 
its calculation which, as it was admitted, knocked the bottom out 
t, and the Finance Bi only gives it the « up de grace 
But while the good intentions of the author in including the Restri 
ms Acts and the Land Value Duties have been frustrated by Lire inter 
ention of the Legislature, this in no way detracts from the value of his 
book Probably few branches of the law are more important in the daily 
or of the practitioner than the iw of landlord and tenant, and Mr 
Redmar 8 exIx ition of it is clear and practical, and is supported by full 
nd intorming references to the cases Ihus, in the chapter on Repairs, 
the nature of an obligation wo Keep ii good condition oru tenant 
ible repai or in “ thorough repair,’ is well stated, and it is pointed 
it that none [ these expressions ha any technical meaning crac 
tically they are largely a matter for surveyors to estimate and report 
upon. So far the courts afford guidance, there are such well-known 
(jutteridge Vungard (1 M. & Rob. 334), and, recently, Lur 
f Wak 1911, 1 K. B. 905 Here, and in chap. VII., section 4, 
which de vith the nicetieg of surrender, express or implied, Mr. Red 
. 5 oe} is of permanent value to the practitioner The text of 


tue statutes in the Appendix is annotated, and in respect of the Agri 
ultural Holdings Act "1908, in particular, the notes will be found very 
sefi Che Agricultural Land Sales (Restriction, & Act, 1919, ia not 
en i e Appendix, but its effect is stated at p. 6@6 rhe present 

| + 


edition ot the ork will well maintain its reputation 
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Lunacy.—Heywood and Massey’s Lunacy Practice. Part 1, 
Dissertations, Forms and Precedents. Parts 2 and 3. Such parts 
of the Lunacy Acts, 1890 to 1911, as Relate to Proceedings before 
the Masters and Judge in Lunacy, and the Lunacy Rules, fully 
Annotated, and an Appendix, with Precedents of Bills of Costs 
Fifth Edition. By N. Artuur Heywoop, Solicitor, and Racen C. 
Romer, of the Lunacy Office. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 30s. 

Workmen's Compensation. —Workmen'’s Compensation 
and Insurance Reports, 1920. Part 1. With Annotated Digest. 
Edited by W. A. G. Woops, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. \nnotated 
Index. by Gitpert Stone, Barrister-at-Law, B.A., LL.B. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). Annual subserip- 


a. post free. 


tion 2 

Hire System.—Supplement to the Fifth Edition of Russ®tin’s 
Hire Purchase System. By W. G. Earencey, Barrister-at-Law, 
B.A., LL.D. (Lond.) Stevens & Sons (Limited) 3s. 6d. net 

Real Property.—Principles of the Law of Real Property. 
Intended as a First Book for the Use of Students in Conveyancing. 
By the late Josuva Wittiams, Q.C. The Twenty-third Edition, 
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Re-arranged and partly re-written by his son T. Cyprian WILLIAMs, 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 30s. net. 

Statute Law.—On the Interpretation of Statutes. By the late 
Sir Perer Benson MAxwe.i. Sixth Edition. By W. Wyarr- 
Paine, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) 35s. net. 

Death Duties.—Note up to the Sixth Edition of Hanson's 
Death Duties. By Francis H. L. Errteron, Barrister-at-Law. 
Containing Cases and Statutes Affecting Death Duties from 1911 to 
June, 1920 (including those dealt with by the Supplement in 1915). 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 5s. net. 

Trade Marks.—The Trade Marks Act, 191y. With an Intro- 
ductory Chapter and Notes ; also the Trade Marks Act, 1905, as 
amended by the Trade Marks Act, 1914 and 1919, with Notes and 
the Trade Marks Rules, 1920, Being a Supplement to the Fourth 
Edition of Kerly on Trade Marks. By D. M. Kerty, M.A.,L.L.B., K.C., 
and F. G. Unperuay, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited), 15s. net. 
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House of Lords. 


WILLIAM BAIRD & CO. (LIM.) v. M‘°GRAW. 22nd June. 
COURSE OF 
NOT 








AND IN THE 
Himse_r anv Dogs 


WoRKMEN 8 COMPENSATION ** ARISING OUT OF 


THE EMPLOYMENT WORKMAN OVERSLEEPS 
Go To Work—Gors TO MINE IN THE AFTERNOON TO Draw His Waces 
Ware Warring 1s [xsurnep py Runaway Waccon—WoRKMEN 8 


Compensation Act, 1906 (7 Ep. 7, c 58), s 
The responde nt, alad empl ryed by the appellants, overale pt himael} 
one morning, and did not go to work lt was a Friday, the day on 
which the hands were pad Hie went to the mine in the afternoon, and 
while waiting about te catch the man who gave out the pay bills, was 
runovrer hy a runaway waggon and neve rely tngpure d 
Held, that the accident aroae out 
1lth rugh he waa not working that de ¥, hia contract of employ 
had not c+ and he to the mine to ree 


to hem 


of the e mploy 


of and in the course 


ment 
ment raed. was entitled to ge eve 


the 
Appeal by the employers against a decision of the First Division of 
Court of Session afhrming an award of the Sheriff-Substitute, sitting 
Ayr, as arbitrator under the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906 
from the head note. Counsel for the 


waqgea due 


the 
at 
The facts sufticiently 
respondent were not heard, 

Lord HaLpane, in moving the appeal should be dismissed, said that 
authorities had been cited in support of the appellants’ case tending 
to show that in circumstances representing analogies to those now under 
consideration, the tribunals had held that the claim was not in respect 
of anything which in those particular cases arose out of and in the 
course of the employment f 


appear 


He would be loth to make the decision of 
this case turn upon a meticulous comparison with the circumstances in 
other cases. The purpose of the statute was that the facts in each 
case should be looked at broadly, and where there had been an approv 
ing judgment of the Court below of the view taken of the facts by the 
county court judge to be disposed to take the same view of the facts 
as that judgment did. His lordship then detailed the facts, and said 
that in the Inner House the First Division took the same view as the 
Sheriff-Substitute of the law applying to the facts so found, and the 
question for thigHouse was ‘‘ Were they right’’’ It was said, treat 
ing the matter as one of principle, that the accident did not arise out 
of and in the course of the employment—not in the course of the 
employment it was obvious that the boy was not actually 
working at the time; nor out of the employment, because he came 
there for his own purposes and not for the purpose of his employment. 
That was the argument. Now it appeared to his lordship that it was 
a right arising out of the employment of the boy to go and get paid 
in the usual and proper manner for the work he had done. It was in 
the course of so going to get paid that he visited the works upor the 
Friday. True, he did not go there to work, and probably did not 
expect to work, but he was still one af the appellants’ workmen, and 
he came there, as was his right, to be paid for work done. In these 
circumstances, what he did was something which arose out of his 
employment, and if not in the course of his employment to the extent 
of being a piece of work actually done, it was in the course of his 
employment in so far as he went there, under the terms which subsisted 


because 





between him and his employer, to get paid for the work he had done. | 


That being so, and necessarily accepting the finding of the Sheriff 
Substitute on the facts, he found himself in agreement with his view 
ot the law, and, further, with the reasons which were given for sup 
porting that view by the learned judge in the Inner House 

Dunepin, and Suaw gave judgment to the like 


Lords Fintay, Cave 
and Fenton; for the 


effect Counset, for the appellants, Vorison, L.A.. 
respondent, Moncrieff, K.C., and 2. C. Henderson Accents, J. M 
inglis, Kilmarnock ; Simpson a Marwick, W.S., Edinburgh; Deacon & 
'o,, London; M‘Millan & Howie, Ayr; Macpherson & Mackay, W.S8., 
Edinburgh ; John Kennedy, W.S., Westminster. 
[Reported by Exaxins Reip, Barrister-atLaw.) 


| 
pand a 


Court of Appeal. 


ite GARDNER. HUEY v. CUNNINGTON. Nol. 8th July 


rrust—Gwut or Lire InTERest ONLY BY Wiutt—Capita. UNpisposep 

or—Unattrstep Document Statinc INTENTIONS oF TESTATRIX As 

ro CapttaL—EVIDENCE Of ARRANGEMENT wita LecaTEeE—Ewnrorce- 

ABLE TRUST 

1 testatriz by her will gave her husband a life interest tn her 
property, “ knowing he will carry out my wishes,’ and did not dis- 
pose of the captal. The husband died a few days after his wife, 
waceng left a will which took no effect. A document signed by the 
wife, but not attested, was found, in which she expressed her wish 
that ** the money I leave to my husband” should go to two nieces and 
a nephew, and there was independent evidence of her intention ez. 
pressed in conversation to her husband and assented to by him about 
date of the execution of her wil 

Held (reversing Eve, J that the husband's next of kin did not 
the the property, which devolved on him in right of his wife abso- 
svlutely, but as trustees for the nephew and surviving neece, the hus 
band being bound by an arrangement to which he had assented. 

Johnson v. Ball (5 De G. 1914, 1 
662) distinguished, 


ihe 


Sm. 85) and Re Gardom Ch. 


Appeal from a decision of Eve, J., on an originating summons (re- 
ported 1920, 1 Ch. 501). The testatrix, Mrs. Elfrida Gardner, by her will 
made on 25rd April, 1919, gave and bequeathed all her real and personal 
estate to her husband Herbert Gardner “ for his use and benefit during 
his life, knowing that he will carry out my wishes,’’ and appointed her 
husband sole executor of her will. She died on 9th April, 1919, leaving 
personal estate only of the value of £3,500. Her husband died on 
14th April, 1919, without having proved the will. After his death 
nus wife's will, a copy of his own will and an unattested document 
written and signed by his wife were found in an envelope in his safe. 
the husband, by his will made in 1916, purported, in exercise of a 
power of appointment (which he did not possess), to appoint £1,000 
vach to Mabel Olive Hope Bayly, May Cunnington and Lancelot 
Brodrick, and gave his residuary personal estate to his wife, and by a 
odicil appointed one of the plaintiffs, L. T. Taylor, to be an additional 
executor and trustee of his will and codicils. The document, in the 
Landwriting of Mrs. Gardner, was dated 27th April, 1909, and was 
as follows :—‘‘ My wishes are, that the money I leave to my husband 
should, on his death, be equally divided among my nieces and nephew 

viz., May Cunnington, Mabel Olive Hope Bayly and Lancelot 
Lredrick. in the event of May Cunnington not surviving my husband, 
thea the money to be divided between M.'O. H. Bayly and L. Brodrick 

1 equal parts.’"” M. O. H. Bayly died on 9th October, 1917. The 
plaintiffs, as executors of the will of Herbert Gardner, took out this 
suinmons to have it determined whether there was a trust created of 
the wife's residuary estate in favour of May Cunnington and L, 
vodrick, or whether it passed to the husband's next of kin abso- 
tutely as upon her death intestate. There was evidence by one of 
the plaintifts, Mrs. Whitlock, that in 1909, about the date of Mrs. 
Gerdner’s will, she was present when a conversation took place in 
vhich Mrs, Gardner said to her, in her husband’s presence, that her 
ptoperty was, after her husband's death, to be equally divided between 
her two nieces and nephew before named, and her husband signified 
that he assented to her intention. The plaintiff Taylor gave evidence 
as to the finding of the will and other documents in the husband's 
safe. Eve, J., held that assuming the testatrix intended in her will to 
refer to the capital of her estate in speaking of her husband's know- 
ledge as to her wishes, there was no enforceable trust created, as there 
vas no evidence that the terms of the trust were disclosed and com- 
municated to the legatee at or before the execution of the will. He 
followed the decision in Johnson v. Ball (5 De G. & Sm. 85, 91) The 
surviving niece and nephew appealed. 

‘Le Court allowed the appeal. 

Lord Srernpatr, M.R., said that the appeal was occasioned by 4 
vii and another document made in a rather unsatisfactory form. 
(His lordship read the will and proceeded.) The will disposed of a 
ufe interest only, and as to anything beyond that life interest, nothing 
in the wili affected it. The husband died only five days after his 
wife's death, and so no question arose in his lifetime as to what he 
vvuld have done with his wife’s capital which passed to him as un 
disposed of by the will. But it was said that he could only dispose 
of it on the terms of complying with certain wishes which his wife 


| had expressed to him in her lifetime, and to which he had assented. 


There was evidence by Mrs. Whitlock and Mr. Taylor as to those 
wishes. The conversation deposed to by the former might have taken 
place either before or after the execution of the will, but for the 
purposes of the case he (his lordship) would assume it took place after 
ine date of the will. The document found by Mr. Taylor spoke of 
“the money I leave to my husband.”’ The testatrix only left her hus 
life interest in her money, but she must be taken to have 
nown that the result of not leaving the capital to anyone else would 
be that he would get it. The question now was whether there was 
a good trust for the benefit of the nephew and nieces of the testatrix. 
‘he positi n was just the same as if there had been no gift at all by 
will to the husband for his life, but the whole had passed to him upon 
his wife’s intestacy with an intimation from her that he was only 
to have a life interest therein. In that case there could be no doubt 
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spat the person getting the money would be bound to act in accord- 
gece with the intentions expressed, and the husband’s next of kin 
m the present case were equally bound. The authorities which had 
teeu relied on by the respondents did not seem to apply to the case 
The obligation resting on the husband and his next of kin arose from 
bis having taken property in accordance with an undertaking to dis 
pose of it in a certain way. He took the capital as a trustee for the 
yephew and nieces of the testatrix. It was said, however, and mghtly 
vid, that trusts must be clear and defined, and that there was a 
‘jference between Mrs. Whitlock’s evidence and the document found, 
because Mrs. Whitlock did not say what was to happen if one ot the 
pieces predeceased the testatrix. He (his lordship) did not think there 
was any discrepancy, as Mrs. Whitlock did not purport to give all 
we details of the gift. The appeal, therefore, should be allowed 


Warrincton, L.J., and Youncer, L.J., delivered judgment to the 
game effect, the former quoting a passage from the judgment of Lord 
Davey in French v. Freneh (1902, 1 Ir. Rep. 172, 230), and observing 
that Johnson v. Ball (5 De G. & Sm. 85) and He Gardom (1914, 1 Ch 
662) were both cases where the person on whom it was sought to 
impose the trust did not take the property for his own benefit but only 
Counsen, C. J. Farwell; C. D. Myles; H. T. Methold 
Orfeur, for Cunnington, Son & Orfeur, Braintree; 
Burgess, Taylor, 4 


, trustee. 
Soictrors, .V. 
Ernest W. Eassell, for C. A. Gardner, Canterbury ; 
Tryon. 

[Reported by H. Laneronp Lewis, Barrieteret-Lew.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re DOXAT. DOXAT ». DOXAT. Sargant, J. 30th June. 

Wiut—Construction—AnnvuiTy—Free or Income TAX AND OF ALI 

orHeR Depucrions—Super-Tax—Frinance Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, 

c. 10), s. 3. 

A beque st of an annuity “ 
tiona,”’ is a bequest of an annuity free of super-tax 

Re Crawshay (1915, W. N. 412) distinguished 

In such a case as the above, the income of the residuary estate must 
bear such proportion of the total super-tax payable by the annuitant 
as the annuity with the income taz. thereon added thereto beara to the 
total amount of the income of the annuitant assessed jor super fax 

Re Bow ring (1918, W. N. 265) applied 

This was an originating summons, asking two questions : (1) Whether 
fan annuity given to the testator’s widow was free of any, and what 
part, of the super-tax paying in respect of her total income; and (: 
#if the answer was in the affirmative, the proper mode of reckoning th« 
amount to be allowed or paid in respect of super-tax should be that 
the residuary estate or the income thereof must pay such proportion 
of the super-tax payable by the widow as the annuity, together with 
the income tax thereon, should from time to time bear to the total 
amount at which she would be assessed for super-tax. The facts were 
as follows :—E. T. Doxat, by his will, dated 1811, gave to his wife for 
her absolute use and benefit the sum of £50,000 free of legacy duty, with 
interest thereon at 4 per cent. from the date of his death until payment 
in 1917. By codicil he revoked the legacy, and in lieu thereof be 
queathed to his wife £5,000 free of legacy duty, and continued as 
follows :—“ I give to my said wife an annuity of £2,500 during het 
life free of income tax and of all other deductions, the same annuity 
to be paid by equal quarterly payments, the first quarterly payment to 
be made at the expiration of three calendar months from my death 
I direct my trustees to set aside in their names a portion of the 
securities forming my residuary estate to form a fund, the income of 
which will be fully sufficient to provide the said annuity and the 
income tax payabie wm respect of the same. I direct that 1 rreating 
such fund my trustee shall provide an ample margin, so that the due 
payment of the said annuity, free of income tax, may be absolutely 
secured to my said wife. I declare that when such fund has been set 
aside the same shall be a complete satisfaction of the trust to provide 
for such annuity, and that from and after the death of my said wife 
the said fund shall fall into and form part of my residuary estate, 
and the testator further directed that accumulation of this fund 
should devolve of income of residue after his death. His executors set 
aside to answer the annuity £90,000 Exchequer bonds, and £7,500 
National War Bonds. The gross annual income without deduction of 
income tax of the testator’s widow, other than and apart from the 
annuity so bequeathed to her, was about £2,070. The widow contended 
that super tax must be deducted, and the residuary legatees contended 
the contrary. 

Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, said the testator knew that after 
his death his widow would be subject to some super-tax. Super-tax 
according to statute, is only additional income tax. The difference 
between the two is in the mode of collecting, and apart from that the 
legal position of the two taxes is substantially the same. This being 
80, it would be curious if the words “ all other deductions "’ should be 
held to diminish the force of the previous words Re Crawshoy 
(eupra) does not establish any general principle, and the language of 
the will there is different to that of the codicil here. Supposing that 


free of income tax and of all other dedua 











income tax was partly paid and partly deducted, both sums would have 
to be regarded. The widow is entitled to the naked amount of the 
annuity free from both income tax and super-tax. and following Re 
how y (supr I hold that the income of the residuarvy estate muat 
bear such proportion of the total super-tax paying by the widow as the 

t me tax thereon added thereto. bears to the total 
COUNSEL, 
Sortcrrors, Capel-Cure 


annuity, with the ime« 
umount of her income assessed for the purposes of super-tax 
V. C. Armitage; W. A, Peck; A. C. Neabitt 
ad: Ball. 


[Reported by Leowanp Mar, Barrister at-law.) 


Be CONYNGHAM. CONYNGHAM v. CONYNGHAM 
Wiut—Rear Estatre—Egvitaste Liwitations 
Revocation or First Lire Estate 


tn Esst 


Lecat Lirrarions 
é Frrst Estare Tam nor yer 
Secon Lire Estate ACCELERATED IN MEANWHILE 


Where a testator a sed hia eatates to the wae f hia truatees upon 
trust after making certain payments out of the income thereof to A 
for life, with remainder to the use of A's first and other sons suc- 
ceasively according to sentority in tal male, with remainder to the 
se of 4, f fafe wilh divera remaindera over. and subsequently by 

ndicrd re ed the aeverse to A for life, and in lieu thereof devised the 
state to the uae of the trustees during A's life upon trust out of the 
income thereof t y At a certain annuity, and A at the time of the 


s death was married but had no children, 

Held, that pending the birth of A’a son, the infant B waa entitled 
to the surplus renta in the handa of the truatees 
equitable limitations there waa no difiiculty in carrying out the tea- 
tator’s intention, even th pugh it did involve an elaborate system of 
springing and shifting uses. 


Re Willis (1917, 1 Ch. 365) applied 


This was a question whether, on the true 


l'he limitations being 


construction of the will 
and codicil of the testator and in the events that had happened, the 
surplus rents and profits of the Kent estates, pending the birth of a 
the plaintiff as heir-at-law, or whether, pending that 
event, the infant's life estate in remainder was accelerated. The facta 
By his will in 1915 the testator devised his Irish 
estates to his trustees, to the use of the plaintiff for life, with remainder 
to the use of the plaintiff's first and other sons successively, according 
to seniority in tail male with remainder to the use of the infant defen- 
dant for hf with divers remainders over in strict settlement, and an 
ultimate remainder to the testator’s own right heirs. The testator 
devised his Kent estates to the use of his trustees upon trust to manage 
the same, with the full powers of absolute owners, including power to 
raise money by mortgage for the purpose of paying off, mortgage debts, 
incumbrances, costs and expenses, and subject thereto and to the pay 
ment of certain annuities out of the income thereof he devised the Kent 
estates to the uses of his Irish estates. He also by his will appointed 
his trustees to be trustees for the purposes of the Settled Land 
Acts In 1916 the testator, by a codicil which recited that he had 
devised his Irish esiates to the use of the plaintiff for life, revoked 
the said devise and all other benefits given to the plaintiff by his 


son, went t 


were as fo ws 


will, and in lieu thereof he devised the same to the use of his trustees 
during the plaintiff's life upon trust out of the income to pay him a 
certain annuity The codicil in all other respects confirmed the will 
In 1918 the testator died a bachelor, the plaintiff was his heir-at-law ; 


the plaintiff was married, but had no children 


Astsury, J ifter stating the facts and discussing the cases dealing 
with equitable and legal limitations, including Carrick v. Hrrington 
1728. 2 P. W. 361. and 5 Bro. P. C. 391). Re Seort (1911. 2 Ch. 374). 
and Pe Wil ‘pre said All the authorities have been discussed 
by Younger, J., in his considered judgment in Pe Willis, and it is my 
duty to follow it In that case the equitable life estate was disclaimed, 
but Younger, J., on the construction of the will held that the testator 
intended to make an exhausted disposition of his property away from 
his heir, except under the ultimate remamder, and that there was no 


difficulty in carrying out that intention by accelerating the vested 
remainder until the previous contingent remainder came into being 
The present case follows a fortiori, as the plaintiff s life estate haa not 
ceased by disclaimer after the testator’s death, but owing to the tes- 
tator’s own act of revocation it was never created. and if Re Wéillia 


hold that there was an intestacy 


is right it would be extravagant to 
It was contended that 


during the plaintiff's life until a son was born 
the court would not construct an elaborate system of springing and 
shifting uses, taking the estate away fromthe vested remainder on the 
birth of the plaintiff’s son, and then back again if he died until another 
son was born. and so on, seeing that the testator never thought of such 
limitations. That may be a difficulty in the case of legal limitations, 
but here the real estate is in the trustees who received the rents, and 
there is no difficulty in carrying out the testator’s intention to make 
an effective disp sition of the property. There will, therefore, be a 
declaration that, pending the birth of the plaintiff's son, the infant 
life tenant is entitled to the surplus rents of the Kent estates in the 
hands of the trustees COUNSEL, Vaughan, K.C., Hildyard, K C., 
and F. McMullan; Micklem, K.C., and L. W. Burne; Luxrmoore, K.C., 
Digi ton Pollo k and Dr op Soricirors, Guataru 7 hompson & Sona; 
Rawle. Johnatone & Co., for Finch, Johnson d& Co., Preston ; Saltwell 


& Co. 


(Reported by Laonanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.]) 
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High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
LEBEAUPIN v. RICHARD CRISPIN & CO. McCardie, J. 


LOR MAseure 


Is8th June 


Forc# Damaces—Rate 08 
EXCHANGE 
1917, between the buyer, M 
hi df spin & C'o., pr ided for the supply under 
f of 2.500 ceoraen of Brit Columbia Fraser River Salmon 
7'/ t j er yniract cont ned the following words The 


P f 1 2.500 cormen ; / Hat pinks packed hy the St 


t (,00D 


A ( 


Lehe au pn 


WV / / r Rive during tl eaaon of 1917 The second 
¢ falowing d The salmon to be the first 
A) f flat yanks packed by the Acme Cannery, Fraser 
/ , f 1917 Kach contract contained an excey 
/ ff i ti deat partial 
‘ f / ery p ni i fer hee “ichking being inter 
/ / y / / if , 
‘ i the hey cou > 
; j led Ty, reape ; 
j / j / ‘ ay tl Th 
‘ ad if f force majeure 
( / cellent ‘ i fish ¢ the Fraser 
i Ne V ( mpany f / pack the 
js / ; / ; d that these ft which 
f / f | f ; ,¢ pany, were 
/ i ped f-pound tine; and hefore they 
ep / th in Of salmon had prac 
hee could not have been found out until the 
i gh . Vungo ¢ — had no reason to suapect 
lt hut ¢ / ed, and 80 
late 
/ } , f r led the j 
] & 2.500 f half-pound flat pink and 
Ss ; ; p / 7 had alae a lar ye nu he 
yet } ’ the tah | yon to ’ 
/ if fret to the extent of over 
(y) j i thes pound tina. and hefore they 
j ‘/ / f- pou d ’ he un f fish ceased. and 
j j j halt-p j # 7 all T he atior f 
} al 


4 i the ve pante fo del the aellersa 





md the di pute 


held 


1 huyer 
hmitted ¢ rrbitration. The 





j / umyare 
j entitled 7? 12 500 dollar a2 damaqes from the 
that the sells / ld pay in gterling at the 
f f¢ } ; f / yforad ira ruler } t the date f his award 
Vi j / fen! } t-matter nd that the 
f ; / i the excepti lause the contracts. or on ths 
f e! eur the non-delive f the qood nae fron 
i the car } pe 
di / j " / / ‘ a yf / te af 
ld y at the tin hreach 
the d i? / 
Che f the ‘ use. an award stated in the form of a special 
} é fore MeCardnv J ire fully set out in the head 
The dume of MeCardic J far as it dealt with the ques 
igre cordu t the rate of exchange, was as 
I 
Ves iF | | final. J t ia mportant re rose 
| f the unptre lirecting that the sellers should pay 
12.500 ' it the rate of exchange of sterling for dollars 
the { f vward. He (McCardie, J.) thought the 
t pret i the view of Roche Dec in Atrach & Co 
fi (- ¢ 1919. W N. wl 5 Com. Cas. 63 where he 
| ‘ ' the judgment was that for calculating the exchange 
< hye VMicCardie. J thought. that Roche, J., now doubted 


Simon (1920, W N 
toche, J., 


! ev see Di Ferdinand 
| It us « ear that Bailhache, J., differed from 


{.¢ 1 Harding, Ad ¢ 7 In Barry v. Van den 
if of 1920. W N 210 Bailhache, J held that 
{ " her it va the buver or the eller who 

lef t t ' mut. the contract, and that in either case 

lan at. he fixed as at the date of the default He (MeCardie 
Bailhache, J., was right To hold otherwise 

= e ext linary results The damages payable would 

< part the date when the plaintiff issued his writ part yon 
he f the erlocutory proceeding nd on a number of othe 
mi ! 8 If the damages were fixed at the date of breacl vhere 
the « " holly to be performed in England, such alsé, he 
should be the case where the breach was out 


crystallized at the date ot 
scertainment of exchange 


iges were once 


» ce rite date vas given for the 


1 the int found 7 ayable at the hearing was awarded without 
egard the fluctuations of the possible date of trial He found 
leed. that th regard to debt the matter seemed to be settled by 
rT it (1831. 2 B. & Ad. 78), where, in an action brought in 
England f he value of a ven sum of Jamaica currency upon a 


judgment obtained in that island, the Court held that the value was 


» the actual rafe of exchange between Jamaica and England at the 
date of the judgment He (McCardie, J.) confessed that he found it 
difficult to follow the ratio of that decision, and he respectfully con. 
Tenterden when he said (at p. 85) ‘Speaking fm 
I must say that I still hesitate as to the propriety of 
this conclusion.” Apparently, Scott v. Bevan (supra) was regarded oy 
S conformable to the view of Lord Eldon in Cash v. Kennion 1805. 
ll Vese 314 He (McCardie, J.) ventured to take the oppo- ew 

for Lord Eldon said there ‘IT cannot bring myself to doubt th. where 
£100 in London upon Ist January, he ought to 
have that sum there upon that day If he fails in that 
ever the creditor sues him, the law of that country ought to give him 
vould have had if the contract had been performed 


| that sum in sterling which the currency would have produced according 
: : 

| 

j 


irred with Lord 


} myself, personally 






yme as 









t man 





rees to pay 






contract sher 






ist as much as he 














But the result of Scott vy. Bevan (supra) is that a plaintiff, if the rate of 
exchange is to be taken as at the date of judgment, may get far more 
or far less, as the case may be. than the amount he would have had if the 
cont t had been performed." He (McCardie, J.) could not elicit 
7 iiding principle from Manners Pearson (1898, 1 Ch. 581), which 





it of. ordinary damages for breach 
Whatever might be the rule with regard to a claim fora 
| juidated sum, he could find no decision, apart from that of Roche = 
| in Airech tllen, Harding, & Co. (supra), which indicated that where 
» claim was made for damages for breach of contract to deliver goods, 
of the judgement, rather than the date of the breach. should 
‘ s the time at which the rate of exchange was to be ascertained 
He (MeCardie, J.) respectfully adopted the view of Bailhache. .J.. in 
}} ry Van den Hurl (supra and held that in the present case the rate 
f exchange was to be ascertained as at the date of the breach—namely, 
30th September, 1917—and not at the date of the award. In so holding, 
he thought that he should be really acting up& the present views of 
wid probably on the actual views of Phe umpire himself. It 
clause 11 of the award must be°varied as above stated 
costs of the special case, the buyer had succeeded in 
rward of damages in his favour. The sellers had, 
nm securing an important variation of clause 11 of 
would be done if he directed that the sellers should 
pay the buver three-fifths of his costs of the special case Counset. 
Paehurn, K.C.., Le (uesne, ind D. C. Moncrieff. for the sellers; Neilson, 
K.{ nd H. J. P. Hallett, for the buyers Soiicitors, Wilson &- Son; 

Waterhouse & Co 
[Reported by G H 


is. moreover, a case f debt and t 


f contract 








the date 
| 














followed that 
Witl regard te the 
maintaining the 







vever, succeeded 





the ward Justice 










Kworr, Barrister.at-Law.] 
























New Orders, &c. 


Supreme Court, England— Procedure. 

THE RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT (WOMEN JURORS), 1920 
We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby make the fol 

owing Rules: 
1. The followi 
ifter Rule 9, viz 
Ga (1) All jury precepts, warrants 
under the Juries Acts 









added in Order XXXVI. immediately 





vv Rule shall be 









writs, lists and returns required 
or any of them, shall 
and the 






be issued or m ide 





i 


women qualified and hable t 





nclude serve as jurors 










irors’ books sha be made up according y 
(2) All persons qualified and liable to serve as jurors shall be sum- 
moned to serve on juries without distinction of sex, but otherwise 
+ as heretofore ; provided that. a husband and wife shall not. both be 





on the same occasion 






summoned to serve 
3) The number of women appearing upon any panel of jurors 
ll be im the same proportion, as near as may be, to the number 

total number of women is to the 
books or other list of jurors 






na 






men appearing thereon as the 
otal number of men in the jurors’ 







m wi 


ch the panel ts draw) 
Provided that it shall be the 


duty of the Under-Sheriff or other 
of summoning jurors to secure 
be less than fourteem women 






person upon whom is cast the duty 





that wherevet possible there sh not 







upon the jury panel 
Provided also that this Rule shall not apply to Grand Juries 
trial by he selected from the 
manner prescribed by Section 26 of the Juries 
Act, 1825; provided that. this Rule shall be without prejudice 
he powe of the Court Section 17 of Juries Act 187( ; to 
rder that a Spe ial Jury be struck wecording to the practice hen 
vided also that this Rule shall) not apply to Grand 


4) Om every jury, the jury shall 


panel by ha 


under 





prevailing ; pr 
Juries 







5) Upon every jury summons served upon a woman there s al 
appear a motice that she may apply to the Summoning Officer tor 
or 






dance as a juror on account of pregnancy 
or ailment provided that such application 
within three days of the 






eXeTn ption from atte 
ther feminine condition 
« received bv the Summoning Officer 
the Jury Summons by the applicant 

Under Sheriff or other person upon whom is cast the 
the Jury Panels may in his discretion exempt from 
woman who has been summoned to serve as juror 
le or otherwise that on account 







receipt of 
(6) The 


luty of forming 






attendance my . 
he is satisfied by medical certifica 
feminine condition or ailment she is, 





some other 





of pregnancy or 
or will be, unfit to serve. 
(7) In any civil cause, matter or idsue to be tried in the High 
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Court of Justice in London or at the Assizes with a Jury, an applica 
tion under Section 1 (b) of the Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act, 
1919, that the jury shall be composed of men only or of women only 
shall be made whenever possible by summons to be served not less 
than one clear day before the hearing of the application to the judge 
in whose list the case stands for hearing or to whom the case has 
been definitely assigned for trial; or, if such application by sum 
mons is not practicable, may be made to the judge at the tria 
2. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme ( 
(Women Jurors), 1920. 
And we hereby certify wnder the Rules Publication Act, 1893, t 
1 account of urgency these Rules should come into operatior 
fifteenth day of July, 1920, and we make the said Rules to come ir 


eperation on that day as Provisional Rules 
Dated the 12th day of July eaADING, C.J 

STERNDALE, M.R 

Henry E. Deke, P 

CHarces H. SarGanr, J 

P. Ocpen Lawrence, J 

E. W. Hanser 

| H. Morton 

Rocer GREGORY 

1On gomg to press we have re eived a copy of County Court Rules 

uioder the new Rent Restriction Act. which came mto operation on the 


15th inst 


Board of Trade Order. 

'HE PROFITEBRING ACTS, 1919 AND 1920, ORDER (N 1] 

Recital.J 

Now, therefore. the Board of Trade do he reby declare that the articles 
of food set out in the Schedule annexed hereto are articles of a kind in 
common use by the pubix and do hereby rder that Section 1 of the 
Profiteering Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 66), as amended by the P: 
fiteering (Amendment) Act, 1920 (10 & 11 Geo. 5, c. 15), shall apply 
to each article of food specifically mentioned in the Schedule hereto 

This Order shal] come into force as from the twelfth day of July, 1920 
and may be cited as the Profiteering Acts, 1919 and 1920, Order No. 11 

SCHEDULE 


The following articles of food (included in this Schedule by agreeme 
with the Food Controller) : 
4. Home-killed Butcher's Meat 
47. Imported Mutton 
Mh July Grazett 13th July 


Ministry of Food Orders. 
THE IMPORTED ONIONS ORDER, 1918 
Notice of Revocation 


Ln exercise of the powers conferred upon iim by the De ence 


Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him 
the Food Controller hereby revokes Ws on the Mth Jum 1920 the 
Imported Onions Order, 1918, as amended |S R. & O., Nos. 1210 & 1705 
of 1918 and No. 324 of 1919 
m respect of any contravention thereo 


18th June 


n that behalf 


but without prejudice to any proceedings 


NOTICE OF REVOCATION OF CERTAIN ORDERS RELATING 
TO MEAT. 


the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of tl 


In exercise of ‘ 
Realm Regulations and of al) other powers enabling him in that behali 
the Food Controller hereby orders as follows: 

1. The Orders specified ini the Schedule hereto and the acon (Pr 
hibition of Export) Order, 1918 (S.R. & O., No. 409 of 1918), except 
so far as it relates to bacon, ham and lard, are hereby re voked as on 
the 4th July, 1920, but without prejudice any proceedings in respect 


of any contravention thereof 


2. On the 2nd and 3rd July; 1920, any beast sheep may be 
slaughtered free from the restrictions imposed by Clause 2 of the Live 
Stock (Sales) Order, 1920. 

22nd June 
The Sched 
S.R. & O.: . 
Ne 520 of 1917 The Meat (Sales) Order, 1917 
N 196 of 1918. The Meat (Licensing of Wholesale Dealers) Ord 


1918. 
Ni 979 of 1918. The London Central Markets Order, 1918 
No 580 of 1918 The Meat Lacensing of Export [reland Orde 
1918. 
No. 1495 of 1918. The Live Stock (Restriction on Shipment 
Islands) Order. 1918 
No 1638 of 1918 The Meat (Dealers’ Restriction) Order, 191 
No. 1317 & 1681 The Live Stock (Sales) Order, 1919 
of 1919 and No 
160 of 1920 
No 1358 of 1919 The Imported Meat (Requisi ion) Order 1919 
No. 1827 of 1919 | he Imported Offals (Re atriction of De very ‘> le 
1919. 











ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. BICENTENARYIA.D. 1920. 





FIRE, LIFE, SEA ACCIDENT, THE CORPORATION acts 


PLATE GLASS, BURGLARY LIVE 
STOCK, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY AS TRUSTER OF WILLS AND 
ANNUITIES, THIRD PARTY 
MOTOR CAR, LIFT, BOTLER, SETTLEMENTS, EXECUTOR 
MACHINERY FIUVELITY 

GUARANTEES OF WILLS 
Apply for full particulars of all asses of Insurance to the Secretary 


HkAD Orrick ; ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C., 3. 
LAw Courts BrRancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 














Societies. 
The Law Society. 
ANNUAI MEETING 


Phe i meeting of the | s et is held at the Societys 
th inst the Vice-President, 


M Ul es H M I | tak tne ! The follow- 

yg members f the { unc vere among those present Mi Alfred 
John Morton Ba Stroud, Gloucestershire Mr. John James Dum 
ville Bottere M John Wreford Budd; Mr Alfred Henry Coley 
Birming " M Le \ ! ( | ‘ Hlomewood Crawford 
M I ma Kgga Brighton M Samuel Garrett Mi Herbert 
(x sur M W lan Maymouth Gibson Newcastle upor lyin Mr 
Charles Goddard, M Arthur Murray Ingledew (Cardiff), Mr. Philip 


Hubert Martineau, Mr. Charles Gibbons May Mr Robert Chanvellor 
esbitt M Wi im len: Norton Manchester Mi Alexander 
Paris (Southampton Mr. Arthur Copson Peake (Leeds), Mr. Richard 
Alfred Pinsent (Birmingham Mr. Reginald Ward Edward Lane 
Poole, S Albert Kaye Re t, LL.D., D.C.L., Litt. D. (Che °) Mr 


ty rg UW m R ‘ M ( rie Leopold Samson, and Sir Walter 
rower, M KE. R. Cook (secreta und Mr. H. E. Jones (assistant 
secret ; 
| ' li ESS 
The \ R-i’RE DEN d he s uld like to explain that the President, 
M s | u lably pbae nt to the Coum great regret 
He 18 RU P j share that regret th the Counc especially 
becau s ised | es He had bes advised 
by his | ad take pr ged and mplete rest, and 
that prevented him fT m be t the meet Dur g his year of 
fice M Sharpe had taken a ve keen ar t ious twterest in 
t k f Society N ie would be more disappointed than 
ible to be present i had written a letter, in 
h | | the Vice-President) to apologise on his behalf 
f howe é il ped t ild a him to send a message 
y i npé f ! | ! illness, and to express 
} ' tha n ht al { be restored t« mplete health 
I’re ww \ RESIDE 
The \ el bent ‘ ted President for the e ing year 
The \ r- Pre DEN tt iM J, J. D. Botterell (St. Mary Axe) 
elected“as Vice-President for the ensu eal For himself, he said 
he should like to express ser f the mpliment his professional 
brethren had paid hin making him President It was the greatest 
honour the S i pa ! ! f ts members He recog 
nized he Tak esp hat ached t the office und =the 
difficult I fuit n t It dema led much time ittention and 
ph ail ¢ luties successafu He thought 
he ! g perha p gy é eXperle ‘ t! moet ol 
g ( « i hi vears 
e he wa : ted t tl ] rp La Society 
und he ] CT nem be {ft t bod tinuous ever since that 
dat Hie had also been thirty eig ears secretary of the Associated 
Py ] ‘ tre bod hict mprised some aixty country 
aocie ind hich head rked n isly the Council; 
" ( u he had bees member some welve yearT He had also 
et mem e Supreme ( irt Rule Committee some twelve 
ears Ile had f huent heer , tne before Government 
Dey ments ( mimittes giving ¢ idence o1 behalf of the Society 
He thou the he had perhaps served an apprenticeship which 
vould enable him to fulfil the dati f the office He did not know 
whether he possessed the requiasit quality of leadership He would 
kr " e about that twelve months hence, and whether he had been 
a failure not Of this he could assure them, that if it were not 
his t mmand success it least he vuuld endeavour to deserve it 





as they knew, the best could do no 


He vould do his very best, and 
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more. The new Vice-President was the most distinguished head of 
an eminent firm. He had many friends amongst those present. It 
needed no words of his to commend him to them, but he should like 
to say that he considered the Society was fortunate and to be con 
gratulated that Mr. Botterell had seen to accept office 
Mr. Borrere.t, in returning thanks, said he was afraid he did not 
quite deserve the commendation the President had been good enough 
to give to him. He very much obliged to his colleagues for 
electing him to the position of Vice-Chairman, and he would do his 
best to discharge the duties of the office satisfactorily 
ELECTION OF 


his way 


was 


Council 


twelve 
caused by 


The 


on the 


there 


were 


Vice-Presipent. said that 
Council ten of which 
ment in rotation of members under the rules, 
death of Mr Frank Marshall (Newcastle), and 
retirement of William Winterbotham Fourteen candidates had 
been nominated, but letters had been from Mr Hugh de 
Heriz Whatton and from Mr. Henry Paterson Gisborne, withdrawing 
their candidature. He declared the remaining candidates duly elected 


were vacancies 
the retire- 
one by the 
one by the 
sir , 


received 


as follows Mr. Alfred John Morton Ball (Stroud, Gloucestershire), 
Mr. Lewin Bampfield Carslake, Mr. Robert William Dibdin, Mr 
Herbert Gibson, Mr. Charles Goddard, Mr. Leonard William North 


Hickley, Sir William Hargreaves Leese, Bart., Mr. Robert Chancellor 


Nesbitt, Mr. Arthur Copson Peake (Leeds), Mr. George William Rowe, 
Mr. William Arthur Sharpe and Mr. Benjamin Arthur Wightman, 
M.A., LL.M (Sheffield) 

“hus the whole of the candidates who retired have been re-elected, 
with the addition of Mr, L. W. N’ Hickley and Mr. B. A. Wightman 


(Sheffield) 
AubIToRs 


The following were elected as auditors of the So« iety's accounts : 


Mr. John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A., Mr. Malcolm John Henderson 
and Mr. Gerald Cook Rodgers Marshal! 
ACCOUNTS 

Sir Warten Trower (Chairman of the Finance Committee) moved 


tie adoption of the acc lie said he had very little to add to 
the paragraphs relating to the finances which appeared in the report 
of the Council ounts this year showed a 
surplus, and he was particularly this was the last time he 
should have the opportunity of them as Chairman of the 
Finance Committee ut that surplus was largely due to examination 
had from articled cierks who had returned 
from the war, and who had now entered the ranks of the profession. 
He had frequently pointed out that as the number of students who 
were articled during the war was small, it followed that in subsequent 
examination 


ounts 


He was glad that the ac 
giad, as 


addressing 


fees which been received 


years there must be a fees 


Owing to this fact, and to 


corresponding decrease in 
the 
the increase taxes and stamps 
cost of printing and stationery and of 
maintenance of the Society's building, there was 
the ount of between £2,000 and 
£3,000 this year, and, if the subscriptions had not been raised, to 
about £4,000 next yea But for the increased subszriptions which, 
cwing to this fact, the Council were compelled to ask for, and to the 
fact of the close time during the war, the deficit would have 
largely during the following year That was the reason 
why they had been compelled to raise the subscription. The Council 
had never before asked the members to increase their subscriptions, and 
he was sure that they would generously and heartily make the increased 
payment. There however, one bright spot on the horizon, and 
that was the number of members at the present time exceeded 
the number immediately preceding the war, and he thought that was 
a very satisfactory position. It was the more satisfactory when the 


necessary increase in salaries and fees 


to tutors and lecturers and to In rates, 
as well as to the 
repairs to and the 


likely to be a deficit on 


rise in the 


revenue ar 


been 
increased 


was 


fact was taken into consideration that the number of solicitors who 
took out practising certificates had fallen from 16,758 for the year 
1913, at which time the number of members reached the maximum 
pre-war figures, to 14,380 for the last year 

Leal EpucaTion 


They had to consider the question of and improving 
the standard of legal education. The necessity to spend more mone: 
for this purpose led him to say a few words in reference to the schools 
for such education. It ventured to assert, incumbent upon 
both branches of the profession to set their houses in order and to 
put legal education on a sound and permanent basis by establishing 
a school of law in London. He submitted that, if the more ambitious 
schemes of Lord Selborne and Lord Finlay could not as yet be accom 
plished, the schools of the Inns of Court and the Law Society might 
be united, so as to form one efficient school, and he hoped that the 
Bar would seriously entertain a proposal of this kind. Such a vnion 
would be in accordance with historic precedent, and would, in effect, 
be restoring the school or university constituted in former days by 


maintaining 


was he 





the Inns of Court and the Inns of Chancery. The arguments in 

favour of a school of law had been so persistently urged by the 
THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
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| Council that he did not propose on this occasion to recapitulate them, 


but he earnestly hoped that some arrangement might be made for a 
meeting between the Bar and the Society, and that the amalgamation 


| of the two schools might be seriously taken into consideration at an 


early date. There he proposed, for the present, to leave the question. 
He hoped that after the vacation it would be seriously taken into 
consideration. 

Mr. Borrerect seconded the motion. 

Mr. E. A. Bett (London) said he had listened with respect and 
admiration to the lucid explanation of the accounts given by the Chair- 
man of the Finance Committee. He recognised that the society must 


| receive a larger income, but he submitted that possibly it might pay 


the 


out less than it does. He urged that the real income of the society 
was not £30,688, but, in reality, something like £3,663. The sum 
of £30,668 was given as the total income, but if they took away from 
that amount what appeared to be an accountancy expedient of putting 
down nominal rent, £7,624, which was equalised on the other side of 
account by two items, one charged on the expenditure side of 


| £5,774 so far as the Society’s accounts were concerned, and the other 


on the articled clerks’ account of £1,850, which was, strange to say, 
side. So if from the 


exact y wh ut was put dow mb on the Income 
£30,000 income were eliminated what was called nominal rent, which 
did not exist, that brought it to £25,044. If from that were 


taken the debit balance of the articled clerks’ account, £1,096, and also 
the necessary expenditure “ salaries to officers, clerks, servants, and 
pensions,"’ which appeared on the expenditure side of the Society 
and of the articled clerks’ account—though ‘‘ pensions *’ were 
the latter case—that came to the large sum of £14,272 
Then, taking away further the necessary sum for rates and taxes, 
£4,000, and adding the sums he had mentioned, the minus quantities of 
£1,000, and salaries and pensions and the rates and taxes came to 
£19,381. Taking away that amount from £23,044, the balance left was 
£3,663. That was not the Society’s money. Some portion of that was 
rather a dubious quantity—namely, the Government grant, which 
represented £2,115, really the balance of the expenses connected 
with taken by the Discipline Committee, it would 
leave taxes and go on £1,548—if the Government 
granted away. With a situation like that it was 
necessary should be an increase of the members’ 
subscriptions. But if they looked om the expenditure side there 
a considerable item, £14,272, for the salaries and wages 
and pensions. He found that in 1914 the sum was £11,600, so the 
amount had gone up £3,000 since 1914. He had taken the opportunity 
of informing the Secretary that he should ask a question as to what 
that large figure represented, and he had asked how much of £14,272 
represented salaries, and how much pensions? Then he wished to 
know what part of the expenditure on pensions—and with regard to 
this he felt he was expressing the opinion of others—was for pensions 
they were only too glad to pay’? He had looked to see where the 
Society could increase its income in some air and equitable and respon- 


account 


proceedings 
for rates 
were taken 
that there 


Was 


sible manner 
CATERING, 
He had looked at the accounts in order to see if the 
Society received anything from the catering, but he saw nothing. He 
would yield to no one in his admiration of the catering. He supposed 
the profits arising therefrom were retained and regarded as remunera- 
tion for such catering. That was not quite the way things were done 
in some establishments of which some of them must have knowledge, 
where a certain sum was paid by the caterer for the privilege of using 
the building, and he was enabled to make a proper profit for the ser 
vices he rendered 
Annvat Report 
Then, again, there the expenditure for the annual 
He found that the cost of on copy was one shilling, that 
was to say 15,000 shiilings for the copies of the annual report. He 
happened to know that other associations—he would not be invidious 
by mentioning which—issued reports not in so portentous and eloquent 


a form, and it did seem to him that the expenditure might be reduced 


was report 
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in this particular. The expenditure that was incurred in sending out 
this rather expensive document might be saved by making the report 
available for the members to read at the Society’s Hall, instead of 
sending it all over the country, with the probable result that 50 per 
cent. of the copies went into the waste-paper basket. It seemed to 
him that the Society were casting their priceless gems before some 
who were unable to appreciate them. Some economy might be practised 
there which might enable the Society to have a little larger balance 
than the £3,665, which he thought was really the surplus income of 
the Society. ; 







NEWSPAPERS 


He hoped that what he had suggested would have the eff 
of reducing the unnecessary expenditure, and any balance thus 
saved might be applied in increasing the area of the newspapers 
supplied to the Reading Hall He observed that a number 
of papers of a responsible and respectable character were absent 


It might be a reasonable thing that if funds were available, instead 

of expending something like £100 a year only for journalistic litera 

ture, it might be possible for the Council to consider whether t! mount! 

might not be greatly increased, especially as the days of the wu 

over, and a number of veterans, whom they all welcomed, had come 

back, which would increase the number of who would wish to 

use the Reading Hall. He frequently noticed that the veterans especi 
ally seemed to be looking for newspapers that they could not find 

Sir Watter Trower said that, with regard to the item for salaries 

and pensions, £14,000, £3,753 was all that wascharged to the Society for 

nsions, including the pensions to the Society'stwo late Secretaries, M1 

Williamson and he was sure no one would grudge the pension to Mr 

Williamson after forty years’ service—and Mr. Bucknill, and these 

acounted very largely for the amount. With to the item of 

i nominal rent of the Society, that was simply charged for the purpose 

of distributing between the Society and the articled clerks the rent for 

the actual room which they occupied in the building. The item was 

carefully dealt with, the Society took its own share, and the articled 

clerks were charged with the rent of the premises which they actually 


ive « wert 


those 


regard 


, occupied. With regard to the catering, it was quite true that the 
| caterer did not pay anything for the use of the rooms. It was always 
very difficult to make a luncheon club pay its way. The caterer’s 


accounts were very carefully considered, and it was thought that the 
profit he made, which was not a large one, not more, in fact, 
than he ought to receive for the very efficient service which he rendered 
to the Society. He thought that the caterer’s department was one of 
the great successes of the institution With regard to the 
report, it had always been circulated every year as the means of 
munication between the Council and the members of the Society 
so far as the Council knew, it had always been considered as a boon 
especially in the country. He thought it was desirable that the work 
of the Council should be known to the members every year. It was 
not circulated to 15,000 members. -Unfortunately the Society had not 


was 


unnual 
com 
and 


15,000 members. It was only circulated to the 9,000 members of the 
Society, and he thought that they would have serious reason to com 
plain if the report were not sent to them With regard to the news 


papers, the Council had been very care fully considering the matter ever, 
year, and of course during the war, when the number of journals was 
cut down to a minimum It was only by extreme economy during the 
war that the Society was enabled to carry on and not incur any debt 
but if the Society, as he hoped, should shortly get into smoother water 
as regarded finances, then the Council would reconsider the question 
of the newspapers supplied to members 
The motion was slawted 


ANNUAL REPORT 


moved the adoption of the annual report of the 
Council. He said it was not his intention to make any speech upon it. 
If the President, Mr. Sharpe, had been present, he would probably 
have addressed himself at length to the meeting with regard to it. 


The CHAIRMAN 





Work or THE CoUNCIL. 


Although it was a ponderous document, as Mr. Bell had said, still it 


was but an epitome, and he would like to impress upon the meeting 
that one of the paragraphs in it which was read in the space of a few 
seconds might represent hours, or days, and sometimes weeks, of 


separate and collective labour on the part of members of the Council. 
It was one of the difficulties of the members of the Council, which 
he himself had experienced, principally in the country, to hear it said 
that the Law Society did nothing. If the remark had been that the 
Law Society accomplished nothing it would have been nearer the mark 
It did a very great deal, and it was a matter of regret, and always 
would be. that the result of the work of the Council was not anything 
in proportion to the amount of labour the members put into it. He 
wished the meeting particularly to remember that they were always 
up against an adamantine wall of officialism heir work brought 
them’ in contact with a bureaucracy of the powers, and the first impulse 


of a member of that bureaucracy was how not to do it They had to 
overcome the ris inertia of a public department He could assure 
the meeting that the historical instance of the importunate widow 
would not be in it compared with the experience of the Council. But 





by continual perseverance, the Council obtained eventually, not all 
they wanted. but something. It took them years, perhaps, but they got 





it, and it was not their fault if they did not prosper more rapidly 
He should like to say that they owed, in particular in this last year, a 








that had been done 
aid and sympathy. 
and he was glad to have 
He often thought 


of the Council with great consideration. Mauch 
would have been impossible without their ready 
They had their for the Socety , 
this opportunity of gratefully recognising the fact 


done best 


the: did not themselves appreciate he was sure the members of the 
Society did noi aperecsate it—that, in his opinion, there was not 
another Council or Committee of any considerable importance like theirs 
which did anything like the same amount of work. It was 
an enormous amount in the aggregate, and the time and labour devoted 
to it were given voluntarily Very few of the members of the Society 
knew | much time the members of the Council gave to the work. 
There were many of them who would take home the Law of Real 
Property B let him say, and go carefully through it with the object 
of seeing | it affected other le gisiation The members of the Somety 
did not know of all this, but it was a fact If it were not done by 
the individual members and by the Council, it would be a very great 
calamity to the country It was not recognised by the public and 
perhaps not by the members of the Society, how great were the services 


they rendered to the community If the Council and the Society did 
not exist there would not be many weeks, certainly not many months, 
before everyone he was addressing and their clients would feel the 
effect of its removal Che Council might not be able to accomplish all 
they wanted to, but they could do an enormous amount of mee | which 
often prevented officials doing something or other which would have a 
very prejudicial effect on the law and the everyday life of the citizen 
PROVINCIAL MEETING 

He uld remind the members that the Society met at Liverpool in 
October to hold its provincial meeting. It was many years since there 
had been a provincial meeting, and he hoped that as many as possible 
of the members would attend He should be, he supposed, one of the 





hief -guests of the ‘Liverpool Law Society, and he expected that they 
would entertain him and his colleagues in a befitting manner; and, as 
one f the hosts, he should see that they did do so Those who had 
attended previous provincial meetings at Liverpool would know that 
the guests had received a very cordial welcome, and those who had not 
been, he hoped would give the Liverpool Society the chance of display 
ing their hospitality He could assure them the Liverpool Soeiety 
would do everything that could be done to make the visit as pleasant 
as possible and as agreeable to them as he was sure it would be to 
their hosts 

Mr SOTTERELL seconded the motion 

Mayor's Court AMALGAMATION 

Mr. F. Armitage (London), speaking as a solicitor practising in the 
City, said he would like to refer to a topic of great interest— namely, 
the B that had passed the House of Lords for the amalgamation 
of the Mayor's Court and the City of London Court. He had not been 
fortunate enough to secure a copy of the Bill He should be glad to 
know whether the purpose of the Bill was to abolish the Mayor's Court 
iltogethe r to amalgamate it with the City of London Court 

The Vicee-PRresipent said it was to assimilate the procedure to that 
f the High Court 

M A; rAGr said he was sure that any statement that could be 
made t regard to the sill would be gladly received by solicitors 
practising the City 

SOLICITOR REMUNERATION 

Mr. Bews said the report dealt with the matter of solicitors’ remunera- 

tion. It was stated as follows In the last annual report reference 


was made also to attempts which the Council were making to obtain 


solicPtor deliver a bill in the 





a rule empowering a at his option to 

form of a gross sum or aggregate fee in lieu of detailed charges which 
was to be regulated with reference to considerations stated in Section 4 
of the Act. Some progress was made with this rule during the past 
year Indeed, the Lord Chancellor intimated that he would be pre 


pared to sanction a form of rule somewhat on the lines suggested It 
was considered, however, that the form would be so restricted in ite 
effect as to be of little practical value, and it was determined therefore 


to press for a wider form. The matter was delayed by the absence 
abroad of Sir Norman Hill, Bart., President of the Liverpool Law 
Society, a member of the Rule-making Authority—but on his return to 


England was reopened, and is now again under consideration, If no 
more extended form of rule is obtainable, the form already suggested 


is available for acceptance."’ The system of returning unwieldy 
bills of costs, with all their irritating incidents of mere trifling 
payments, measurements per folio of documents, etc., was ar hai He 
believed that the item six-and-eightpence dated from the time of 


tichard I1.. and it had continued ever since. It would be a great boon 
if solicitors were able to charge a lump sum for their costs, and it 
would be doing no injustice to the publi As he understood the 
par graph he had quoted, it repress nted the right of the solicitor to go 


to his client and say, in noncontentious cases ‘ Hlere are my charges, 
so much for disbursements and so much for professional charges. If 
are not satisfied with that, there is a staff at the Law Courts 


you 


taxing department who have power to assess what is the proper fee 


without labouring their minds with the details of six-and-eightpence 
and the other nonsenses that bills of costs are made up of."" He was 
aleo anxious that in contentious business the litigant, as was the case 
in every other civilised country, should be able to go to the tax 
assessor and say These are my costs, without all the innumerable 


details. There is so much for disbursements, so much for counsel's 





eat deal to the sympathy of the Lord Chancellor and the prin- 
Gecretary, Sir Claud Schuster, who had met the representatives 





cipal 





fees, for witnesses, and so forth, and this balance is for professional 
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services. Here are the papers, there are my re eipts 
measur e them up d ’ we ] hav e not done so 
That could be done 
Was necessary te 





Please assess them.’ 
in @ reasonable period of time. Whereas, if it 
through taxation in the ordinary way 


were required to get a bill through. If time could be saved by the 
curtailment of bilis of costs, without any injustice to the public . 
would be of great service to the profession. He urged upon the Council 


to use their best endeavours to bring about this reform 
Divorce Covri 

He noticed that there was nothing in the report dealing with the 

Matrimonial Court cases Was it not regarded by the profession 


generally that it was a disgt wceful and wicked scandal that there should 


be the congestion in the Divorce Court that existed? There were 
thousands of cases waiting to be heard They must al) be tried in 
London, and nowhere else Not the least opportunity was given to the 
litigants whe ume from the North of England or any other great 
distance to have their cases tried locall He urged that the ( ouncil 
should take this important matter into nsideration Was it also not 
time that the reports of divorce cases in the new spapers should cease to 


be publi hed It ’ 


the getters-up of prurient news 


t matter for the parties themselve Why should 
of that description be pandered to 
In every civilized country in the world, he believed except the United 
States, reports of divorce cases were not allowed to appear The fact 
might be published that A and B were divorced, but there should be 
no unnecessary details 

The Vice-Prestpent said on the question of divorce that it was true 
referred to in the report 
but in previous reports the Council had expressed the opinion that 
there should be facilities for divorce proc eedings in distant parts of the 
country, as well as in London. As to the publication of reports of 
proceedings that uld probably not be considered a matter for the 
Council, but a matter for the public to 


it was not a subject 


sper ifically 


consider 


SoOLicrToRs’ REMUNERATION 
With regard to solicitors’ remuneration, Mr. Bell did not know how 
very much this subject had occupied the Council for many years, but 


in particular for the last three years his was one of the adamantine 
walls the Council were up against It must be borne in mind that the 
Rule-making Authority had, he regretted to say, to deal with that 
very small minority of the profession which was in the habit of ex 
ploiting its illiterate and ignorant clients, and something must be 
yielded to the Rul making Authority who wish to protect the illiterate 
against the exaction of his solicitor These cases were getting 
the action of the Discipline Committee Che time 
would come, he hoped Authority would not 
have to take that matter so much into their consideration One point 
had been overlooked, the losing mau on the other side always wanted 
details. It would be legal to send ina bill for 
costs, and, if the client did not choose to ask for particulars within 
he ought not to 


client 
fewer owing to 


when the Rule-making 


a lump sum for one’s 


a“ good bill of course 
have been disposed of 


twelve months, it would be 
wait twelve mionths; the matter 
prompt 


ought to 


Mayor's Court AMALGAMATION 


As to the amalgamation of the Mayor's Court and the City of 
London Court the Bill had been before the Counci] and had been 
considered, and had received, in principle them approval Che names 
of the two courts were preserved, and the High Ceurt procedure was 
adopted in lieu of the old pro edure The Bill was kept in the Reading 
Hall for those members who wished to see it 

The motion for the idopti n of the report was agreed to 
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after having served his articles of clerkship with the firm. In 
1877 he was elected hon. se retary of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Liverpool, and has been a member of the Executive since that date. 
He has served the office of Treasurer of that Society for many years, 
and was President for the year 1894. In 1894 he was elected one of 
the Treasurers, and also Secretary of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies. He has been a member of the Council of the Law Society for 
twelve years, and served the office of Vice-President during 1919-20 
In 1911 he was appointed by the Lord Chancellor a representative 
of the Associated Provincial Law Societies on the Supreme Court Rule 
Committee, on which body he still serves. He has from time to time 

of various Parliamentary and Departmental Committees 
given evidence before them. He is responsible for several useful Acts 
of Parliament, and for many amendments in the practice and procedure 
of the High Court and the County Courts, and he is credited by 
his professional brethren as being responsible for the drafting, amend 
ing, or rejecting of more sections of Bills in their passage through 
Parliament than any living solicitor. He has been four times President 
of the Liverpool Royal Institute; he is Chairman of the Finance Com 
iid one of the Honorary Treasurers of the Liverpool Cathedral 
Chairman of the State Assurance Company; also of the 
Liverpoot Law Association, Ltd., and a Director of other companies 
He is a Magistrate for Cheshire. He married in 1882 Miss Mary 
Chellusson, a member of a family the name of which is familiar to 
ill conveyancing solicitors in connection with the Thellusson case and 
the Statute of Perpetuities. His residence is in the Wirral peninsula 
of Cheshire, where he indulges his hobby of gardening. He is further 
a keen shot, and a great lover and student of architecture and of church 
architecture in particular 





at the request 


mittee 
Committee ; 


Society of Public Teachers of Law. 


Che twelfth annual general meeting of the society was held, by per 
mission of the Treasurer and Masters of the Bench, in the Pension 
Chamber of the Honourable Society of the Inner Temple, yesterday 
(Friday) afternoon. The chair was occupied by the outgoing presi 
dent, Mr. Edward Jenks. The report of the General Committee and 
balance-sheet for 1919-20 were adopted, and a donation of 10 guineas to 
the funds of the Selden Society was voted. 

The outgoing president delivered an address on the subject of the 
changed conditions produced by the war, and suggested the necessity 
of bringing legal conceptions into touch with fundamental principles, 
as well as of turning the attention of the student towards the preven 
tion, rather than the cure, of strife. 

Che following officers were, on the nomination of the General Com 
elected for the year 1920-21, viz., as president, Professor 
Geldart, C.B.E.; as vice-president, Mr. G. H. J. Hurst; as hon 
treasurer, Mr. Arnold D. MeNair, C.B.E.; and as hon. secretary, D1 
E. Leslie Burgin 

The following resolution was, on the motion of Dr. Winfield (on 
behalf of Professor Pearce Higgins), seconded by Mr. G. H. J. Hurst 
(on behalf of Professor R. W. Lee), carried unanimously and by 
acclamation : 

That this general meeting of the society desires to express its 
sense of the loss sustained by the cause of legal education in the 
retirement of Prof. Goudy, to record its thanks to him for the 
valuable services he rendered to the society ever since its founda 
tion, to congratulate him on the title of emeritus-professor 
bestowed upon him by the University of Oxford, and to wish him 
a long enjoyment of his well-earned leisure. 

A vote of thanks to the hon. auditors, Mr. M. L. Gwyer and M: 


mittee 





Mr. W. Metmorn Watters said that, as he was no longer sitting at 
the Council table, he had the privilege of proposing a vote of thanks to 
the Chairman for his conduct in the chair The Chairman had shewn | 

| 
| 


himself thorowghly alive to the points at issue among them at the 
must thank him very much for the attention he had 
given them. He was glad to say that, because he could say, after a 
long experience on the Council, that the Council had always found the 
Chairman a diligent and a knowing member who got at the bottom of 
what was before them. and he was very -glad to see him President of 
the Society lle was sure they would all be perfectly satisfied with his 
record when the time came for him to give an account thereof rhe 
Chairman had kindly invited them to Liverpool He could recollect 
and he was sure the Soc lety could not 


meeting, and they 


receptions at Liverpool before 
was sorry to say he should not be able to go 

Old age prevented one from taking many 
of the pleasures of life All he could do was to wish that the Chair 
man would get great pleasure in the festivities and in carrying out 
his duties at Liverpool, and that his name would go down to posterity 
among them as an effective and good President 

The Vice-Presipent, in returning thanks, said he was very sorry 
they would not see Mr. Walters at Liverpool They would remember 
him as one who had served the Society long. One who had done as 
much for his profession on the Council as Mr. Walters had was not | 


likely to be forgotten 


go to a better place He 
for a great many reasons 


PRESIDEN 


The newly-elected President, Mr. C. H. Morton, is the head of the 
Liverpool firm of solicitor and notaries, Messrs. Avison & Co., of 
which he became a partner in 1874, in which year he was admitted, 


rik NEW 


S. H. Leonard, for their services during the past year, was unanimously 
carried, both gentlemen being re-elected for the ensuing year 

On the motion of the president, seconded by the vice-president, a 
hearty vote of thanks to the authorities of the Inner Temple for thei 
hospitality was passed by acclamation 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was hel: 
at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 8th inst., Mr. T. 5 
Curtis in the chair, the other directors present being Messrs. 8. I 
Knapp-Fisher, L. W. North Hickley and M. A. Tweedie 

A sum of £2,047 was distributed in grants to deserving cases; fi\' 
new members were admitted ; and other general business was transacted 








Government or Vicrorta 6; Per Cent. Conversion Loan (192 

1925).—The Lonpon Country WesTMInsTerR AND Parr’s Bank (Limrzgep 
is authorized by the Government of Victoria to offer to the holders of 
£5.949,.700 outstanding 4 per cent. stock, due lst October, 1920, con- 
version at par to the extent of £2,725,000 into Victorian Government 
64 per cent. inscribed stock. The three months interest due Ist Octo 
ber, 1920, on the 4 per cent. stock will be paid on that date to holders 
converting. During the last nineteen years the State's repayments to 
the London market have exceeded new borrowings, with the result = 
the indebtedness of Victoria to this country has been actually reduce 


by over £1,000,000 since 1901. 
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Judge Brandeis at Gray’s Inn. 


A distinguished gathering representative of the legal profession, says 
the T'imes, was present on Wednesday at luncheon in Gray’s Inn Hall 
to welcome Mr. Justice Brandeis, of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Mr. Montagu Sharpe presided, and among those present 
were 
The American Ambassador (Mr. J. W. Davis), the Lord Chancellor 
(Lord Birkenhead), the Lord Chief Justice (Lord Reading), Lord Hal- 
dane). Lord Finlay, Lord Dunedin, Lord Shaw, Lord Moulton, Lord 
Sumner, Lord Buckmaster, the Master of the Rolls (Lord Sterndale 
Mr. Justice Darling, the Attorney-General (Sir Gordon Hewart), Mr 
Justice Roche. Mr. Justice Swift, the Chief Justice of Malta (Mr 
Justice Refale). Mr. J. M. Beck, Judge Mulligan, K.C Sir Lewi 
Coward. K.C.. Mr. T. Terrell, K.C.. Mr. W. T. Barnard, K.C., Sit 
D. P. Barton, K.C., the President of the Probate. Divorce and Admit 
alty Division (Sir Henry Duke), Mr. E. Clavton, K.C., Mr. E. F. Vesey 
Knox, K.C., Sir William Byrne, the Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir 
Hamar Greenwood, K.C., M.P.), Mr. W. Greaves-Lord, K.C., and Mr 
G. D. Keogh . 

The chairman, in proposing the health of Mr. Justice Brandeis, briefly 
sketched his distinguished career, and said that he was now here as 
chairman of the General Conference on Zionist Affairs. The problems 
with which their guest had to deal were attracting universal attention 
and on the result of his work very much would depend 

The Lord Chancellor, who also paid a tribute to Mr. Justice Brandeis’ 
distinction as a lawver and judge, said that no one knew better than 
their guest how prodigious was the contribution which the United States 
could make to world-reconstruction He, for one, was convinced that 
she would respond in the most complete manner to the expectations 
ventured to found on her history and her ideals. They hoped their 
guest would carry back to America pleasant memories of his visit and 
a complete reassurance as to the degree of friendship which existed on 
this side of the Atlantic for the country which he represented 

Mr. Justice Brandeis, responding, said that each time he came to 
England he felt more and more strongly the common heritage which 
political separation and thousands of miles distance could not affect 
Whatever might seem to be the friction between the two countries, a 
common language, a common law. and common institutions were a safe 
guard against estrangement If there were troubies. they were troubles 
within the family. He had been filled with great hope and encourage 
ment for the future as he had seen what was being done in this country 
He had read in the newspapers criticisms of the Government and of 
various institutions, but perhaps those who came from a distance might 
have a certain advantage. Surveving what was going on he felt that 
the people of this country were grappling with verv grave problems in 
a manner which would not only lead to their solution here, but would 
he-a great help to other countries Great Britain was ahead of 
America in dealing with many of those problems 


we 





Time for Appeal in Murder Cases. 


In the case of Rex vr. Twynham, in the Court of Criminal Appeal, on 
Monday, says the 7'imes, before the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Justice 
McCardie. and Mr. Justice Swift, which was an application by Thomas 
William Twynham,. who was convicted of murder at Warwick Assizes 
sentence was commuted to 


] ‘ 


and was sentenced to death, and whose 
eave LO appeal again 


penal servitude for life, for extension of time for 
conviction and sentence, 

The Lord Chief Justice, in dismissing the application. said that the 
Criminal Appeal Act expressly provided that in cases involving sen 


tence of death the appeal must be lodged within ten days. The court 
had, therefore, no jurisdiction to entertain the application for leave 
to appeal against conviction As to the appeal against sentence. the 
Act again provided that an appeal would lie with the leave of the Court 
in any case where the sentence was not fixed by law In the case of 
murder the sentence of death was fixed by law and again the Court 
had no jurisdiction. In this case the sentence had been communted to 


penal servitude for life: that was not a sentence of the Court, but an 
exercise of the Roval prerogative of meres against which there wa 
no appeal. The result was that the application could not be entertained 
either as to conviction or sentence. He wished to add that in future 
if applications for leave to appeal in murder cases were made after the 
proper time the registrar under the directions of the Court would 
refuse to receive such applications or to put them in the list 


At Newcastle Sessions, last Saturday, Charles Johnson, 80 years of 


age, who was sent to prison for twelve months for housebreaking 
admitted that he had spent 56 years in prison 


In the House of Commons, on the 4th July. Mr. Cecil Harmsworth 
Parliamentary Under-Secretary for Foreign Affairs, in answer to 
Brigadier General Surtees, said The posts of Ambassador at present 
held by Ambassadors who had not previou ly been members of the 
Diplomatic Service are those of Paris, Washington and Berlin. While 
the posts of Ambassador are as a general rule filled by professional 
diplomatists, the choice of an Ambassador for any particular country 
cannot be restricted when special nolitical considerations or circum 
stances have to be taken into account 


hairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. 


Charles Baker Dimond, Eaq 
John Roger Burrow Gregory, Raq 


Archibald Herbert James, Esq 


EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED 1844 
DIRECTORS. 


Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 


Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Faq., K. rhe Rt. Hun. Sir Walter G 
John George Butcher, Eaq., K.C., MP Bart., D.« 

Edmund Church, Esq ir Ernest Murray Pollock, 
Philip G. Collins, Raq M.P 

Harry Mitton Crookenden, Raq Charies R. Rivington, Eaq 
Kobert William Dibdin, Esq Mark Lemon Romer, Keq., K.( 


Francis Minchin Voules, Esq 
Charlies Wigan, Eaq. 


FUNDS EXCFEED ~- - £5,000,000. 


W. North Hickley, Esq. 


All classes of Life Assurance Granted 





we now beine drafted for consideration by the Supreme 
the Conference of Ambass 





Sate per 1od 





Law Students’ Journal 


The Law Society. 
STUDENTSHIPS, 1920 


the recommendation of the Leg 


Che ( ll 1 wting 
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nu Value f £40 each, renew able it the di retion of 
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Mr Ernest Ould My Ould wa educatec 


schon Leed 
M Francis Charles Coningsby Mr. Coningsby wa 
atyiner School, Hammersmit! ind articled ith 
Me f Peterboroug! 
Crass B 
Articled clerks having at least three vears to ser 
No award 


By Orde f the Couneil, FE. R. Coo 


Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 
Tuomas Warrer Hart and Samver Rowerts, & tors 
hardsor Limited Ps rinership Sheffield. Yorl June 
General. 
M 4. ( Clause K.( has been elected Master f 
ivior Compat 
In the House of Common on Wth June, Mr. Bonar L 
Mr. Ormsby-Gore, said The mandates relat to the 


lands formerly belonging to German in Africa and in 


raft ire be prepared not hy 


I stated in mv answer to the hor member on 24th 


Drafting Committee of the Peace Corference Tt i hoped that. these 


it the Conference at Spa and 


mandate ll he ppt ed 

mitted to the League f Nation hort ifter urd 

mandate is now unde " leration Mr. Ormsby- Gore asked 
the coming into fores f mandato conditior in the exv-Ce 


d those ex-Ott territor hi ere to be subye 


ry assistance wou 


id been apy ed b the ¢ inner f the League of Nations 


bona Law Chis question 1 till under discussior I 
| be possible to make a statement about it after the Spa 
The 7i correspondent at Toronto, in a mes age dated 
a The vote f New Brunswick uggest that with 
ceptor f Britis ( lunbia and Quebe “bone dri 
ill be established all over Canada The issue of the 
srunswick regarded as doubtful, but a majority of 24.000 for 
bition and 13,000 gainst wine and beer licences | kely 
ther | vinee n which plebiscite will be held 
fa irable to 1 hibition than New Brunswick 
The directors of the Lonnpow County. Westmivster onp Pirr’s Bank 
Liwirep) have declared ar nterim d lend of 10 py } 
ate aa last vi for the half-vear ended Wth June 
amd the maximum dividend of 6) per cent n the £1 « 


both 1 " vill be payable on 3rd August 








Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq 


The Hon. Sir Charles Russell, Bart. 


Whole Life and Eadowment Assurances 


without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium. 


W. P. PHELPS, Afanager. 
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i at the Central 


Counel 


The 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 











Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr Justice 
_ Rova, No. 1. EVE. SARGANT. 
Monday, July 19 Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Church 
Tuesday ...... 20 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 
Wednesday . 2 Rorrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Thursday 2 Goldschmidt Rorrer Bloxam Bynge 
Priday one. B Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Dloxam 
Satorday | Church Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0. Mr. Justice 
ate, ASTRURY PETERSON. LAWRENCE. RUaS#ELL. 
Monday, July 19 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Bloxam Mr. Leach Mr. Borrer 
Tuesday ...... ® Leach Borrer Charch Goldschmidt 
Wednesday.... 2! Charch Goldschmidt Farmer Leach 
Thursday . 2 Farmer Leach Jolly Charch 
Friday .... . 2 Jolly Church Synge Farmer 
Saturday .... %4 Svnge Farmer Bloxam Jolly 
. . * 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazette.—Trespay, July 6 

Scuxernt Ties (ScmarRa) Reeser Estate, Lrp. (Is Votuntany Ligvipation).—Creditors 

are required, on or before Aug. 14, to send their names and addresses, and the 

particulars of their debts or claims, to Archibald Hugh Doherty, 65, London-wall, 

liquidator 
J. & E. Hate (Brickmaxers Lap Ix Votentary Li@ripation Creditors aré 

required, on or before Aug. 6, to send their names and addresses, and particulars 

f their debts or claims, to William Davies, 9, Albert-eq., Manchester, liquidator 
Wisosor Etectat [aeaTEe Lrp. (Is Votontary Li@trpation).—Creditors are 

required n or befor Aug. 5, to send their names and addresses, and particulars 

f their debts r claims, to Herbert H. Savill, 95, Cheney's-rd Leytonstone 


lot 
mun r 

Mavrice Avams Concrete Constrections, Lrp In Votunrary 
Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 9, t 


LIQuipaTION) 
send their names and addresses 


= ~' the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Henry Partridge, 3, War 
i< t., Gray's inn, liquidator 
W * ‘Hincusman Lrp.--Creditors are required n or hefore Aug. 7, to send in 


their names and addr 
Rushton, 45, Fiasherwat Preston, liquidator 

Gio Etectric Co Ltp.--Creditora are required, on or before July &, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts r claims, t 
W. A. J. Osborn Balfour House, Finshury-pvemnt., liquidator 


and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 


Recernp O11 anv Grease Co., Lrp I~ Voruntany Liguipation) Creditors are re 
quired, on or before July 12, to send their names and addresses and the particulars 
of their debts or clain t \lfred Shuttleworth, Lloyds Banks-bldgs., King-st 
Manchester ridat 


\ 


freehold property known as the Pratr Estate, St 
Pancras, sandwiched between three of the principal railway termini 
of Great Britain, has just been purchased, at a price approaching six 
figures, by Mr. Arthur Wilkinson, chairman of Thorpe, Head & Co., 
Ltd., coal merchants, who have numerous branches in London and sub 
urbs, the sale being carried out by Messrs Alfred Savill & Sons, 51, Lin 
coln'’s Inn-fields, W.C. 2. The property was left to the Worshipful Com 
pany of Brewers in 1600 by Richard Platt, for the purpose of maintain 


The important 


ing the Grammar School founded by him at Aldenham in 1597 and for 
carrying out various charitable bequests. The property, which in 1597 
was described as all those three pasture of grounds lying niche the 


churche of St. Pancrasse in the county of Mid’x besides London.”’ now 
comprises a \ sluable estate, including some 250 houses and shops, a 
valuable block of workmen's 
dwellings situate in Aldenham-street, Barclay-street, Charrington-street 
Goldington-creacent, Goldington-street, Modburn-street, Penryn-street 
Platt-street, Ossulton-street, Werrington-street, &c.. with a total assess 
ment exceeding £12,500 per annum and an area of about 10 acres 


police-station, two public-houses and a 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


London Gazetie.—Fuipay, July 9. 
Lasr Dat of Claim. 


Auacey. Mary Lovisa, Maidenhead Aug. 15. Wilde, 
l 


2], College-i 
\Mecny lamta ANN, Maidenhead \ 1b. Wilde, Moore, 
College-hill 
\TTER Kowa arp 
Whitehaven 
Bartow, Rosert, Pemberton, Wigan Aug. 10. Barlow, Jackson & Gee, Wigan 
Baxren, Maey ANN, Norwich. Aug. 12. Biyth & Hornor, Norwich. 
BeLtox, Wittiam, Skendleby, Lincs, Farmer. July 30. Walker & Co., Alford 
Brerrect, Mary Svsanna, Sinclair-rd., Kensington. Aug. 12. Marcy, Hemingway 
& Sons, Bewdley 
Canny, Witttam Henny, Saint 
cock & Thrall, Truro 
Cuartesworts, Lady Fraxces Caarn.orre Ecizapera, Broadwater, Worthing Aug. 7 
R. Henry Mellereh, Godalming, Surrey 


Wigston & Sapte, 21, 


Whitehaven, Solicitor. Aug. 31. Brockbank, Helder & Ormrod, 


Just-ih-Penwith, Cormwall. Aug. 8. Coulter, Han- 


Crane, Hevey Lewis, M.D., Trinidad Aug. 16. Shute & Swineon, Birmingham 

Ciemerts, Licut.4ol Witham Groner, Southbourne, Bournemouth Aug. D 
E¢éward H. Bone, Bournemouth 

Covstys, Faxxy, Worthing Aug. 4. Oharles & Malcolm, Worthing 

Crosstry, Mary, Milford-on-Sea, Hants. Aug. 11. Scholefield, Taylor & Maggs, 
Batley 

Daar, Fawny Garter, Havant, Hants. Aug. 1. Parker, Blake & Larcome, Ports 
nouth. 

Dixon, Mastery Cuartes Mattrarew, Worthing Aug. 23. Thorowgood, Tabor & 
Hardeastle, LJ, Copthall-ct 

Evans, Taomas, Salford, Lancs. Ang. 24. Lawson, Copprck & Hart, Manchester 


Gorr, Harneietr Any, Chelmsford Aug. 9. Henry R. Cawdron, Chelmsford 

Hat Heten Noste, Scarborough Aug. 2. G. Taylor & Son, Scarborough 

Hinst, James Ruopes, Newark upon-Trent, Chart red Accountant. Sept. 3. Fredk 

B. Foottit, Newark 

‘INS, Roasxet Witsox, New Barnet. Aug. 7. F. B. Brook, 6 and 7, South sq., 

G « Inn 

Hceotestox, A@ves Anne, Lee, Kent. Aug. 20. Gordon M. Folkard, 11, Poultry 

Iackson, Isagrt, Ledbury-road, Bayswater. July 31. V. St. Lawrence, 20, Mount- 
av a nar 


Jackson, Marearert Harpcastie, St. Katharine’s Precincts, Regent's Park. Aug. 3 
Atherton Powys, 6, Lincoln's Jnn-fields. 

James, Avevsta Lovs, Southend. Aug. 15. Hatten, Winnett & Hatten, Gravesend. 

Jvurr, Grover Antuve, Brighton. Aug. 9. W. D. Peskett, Brighton 


Keita, Wititam, Strubby, Lines. July 3. Walker & Co., Alford. 
Lame, CHARLES THOMsS, Nottingham, Outfitter. Aug. 7. Parr & Batlin, Notting 


Last, Atruep Co.sert, Kast Greenwich Aug. 14 
Lincoln's Inn 

Leecuman, George Barctay, Campden House-ct., Kensington. Aug. 12. 
Cullingford, Partingten & Holland, 65, Bishopsgats 

Lewrs, Maroarrr Loviss, Holland-rd., Brixton. Aug. 19. Yarde & 
Raymond-bides., Gray's Inn 

Locgnert, Ricnharp Henwoop, Saint Agnes, Cornwall. Aug. 6 
& Thrall, Truro 

Lecss, Josren, Apa Ettzasera Lecas, and Etizasera Lvcas, Weston, 

July 30. G. Bush & Bush, Bristol. 

Matim, Atrrep, Stoke, Devonport Sept. 6. Gill & Akaster, Devonport 

Mawmas, Jounx, Scarhborourh, Bath Chair Owner. Aug. D. Turnbull & Sont, 
Scarborough 

Maruts, Jane Mariza, Searhborough Aug. 20 

Moreny, Harrier Evrnemta, Delancey-st., 
Yeates & Hart, 2, Surrey-st 

Sims, Ritey Rveres. Harmondsworth. Aug. 10. W. H 
418-422, Strand 

Simrso~n, Maran, Headeorn. Kent Aug. 13. J. Bransbury, 3, Paneras-lane 

Smirk, Watter, Brighton, Bath Chairmen. Aug. ©. W. D. Peskett, Brighton 

15. 


Pearce & Nicholls, 12, New-ct., 

Simpson 
Loader, 1, 
Coulter, Hancock 


near Bath. 


Turnbull & Sons, Scarborough 
Gloucester Gate. Aug. Ll Burton, 


Bellamy, Walter House, 


Symons, Roserr Francis, Birkenhead. July Nield & Milligan, Liverpool. 


VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE. —It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
26,, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to udvise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, a 
epeciality.—[Apvt } 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Lr. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holder:. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS' POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS 
Suitable 





Clauses 





IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


for Insertion in Leases 
Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBAN KMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.% 


and Mortgages of 


Moore, Wigston & Sapte, 
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Bankruptcy clini: 


London Gazette.—Faipar, July 2 
FIRST MEETINGS 


Saddler. July 13 at ll 


Beax, Feepericx, Blackburn, 
Off. Rec. 13, Winckley-st., Preston 
Broom, Sypyrr, Skilgate, Somersetshire, Farmer 


July 13 at 11.30. Of. Rev y Bedford-circus 


Exeter. 
Costa, Lirmay, Aldersgate-st., General Dealer. July 12 
at 11. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st 


Coorsr, Fraxxk WitLoubHsr, Smeeth, Kent, Butcher. 


July 9 at 11.45. Off. Rec., 684, Castle-st., Canter 
bury 

Cover, Ricmarp Harren, King-st., Covent Garden 
July 13 at 11. Bankruptecy-bidgs., Carey-st 


CrowLsey, James Jonny, Chelsea, Builder. July 12 at 12 
Bankruptcy-bldge., Carey-st. 
Yorks., 





Franks, Atrrep Groner, Wadsley Bridge, 
Chocolate Manufacturer. July 9 at 12. Off. Re 
Figtree-la., Sheffield. 

GranaM, Atsert ReoinaLp, Monument-st., Fruit Mer 
chant’s Agent. July 13 at 12. Bankruptcy-bidgs., 
Carey-st 

Leawoop, James Epuuxp, Leicester, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer. July 13 at 12. Off. Rec., 4, Castle 
pl., Nottingham. 

oss, Henry Ricnarp WitiiaM, Leckhampton, Chelten 
ham, Glass Merchant. July 13 at 11.45. County 


Court-bidgs., Cheltenham 
Norman, L., St. James’s-st. 
ruptcy-bhigs., Carey-st 
Nenricx, Lionet, York, Operative Dentistry. July 13 at 
3. Bankruptcy Office, Duncombe-pl., York 


July 13 at 1. Bank 


Oskiex, Samurt Wester, Gracechurch-st., Shipbroker 
July 14 at 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st. 

PHILLIPS, ASHLEY, East Acton, Horse Dealer. July 12 
at 2.30. 14, Bedford-row 

Rervoips, Prrcy Rosert, Chatham, Baker. July 9 at 
11.15. Off. Rec., 68a, Castle-st., Canterbury. 

RicHanpson, Netsir, Louth, Lincs, Café Proprietor 


July 10 at ll. Off. Rec., 8 
Grimsby. 
Roppa, Horace 

July 12 at 11. 


t. Mary's-chmbrs., Great 


Wrypaam, Fulham-rd., Engineer 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 


ADJUDICATIONS 
Barris, Peter Cueistian, Keat's-grove, Hampstead 
High Court. Pet. April 29. Ord. June 28. 
Broom, Syrpney, Skilgate, Somerset, Farmer. 
Pet. June 28. Ord. June 28 


Exeter 


Cooks, Dermor Henry, Brookwood, Surrey. Guildford 
Pet. April 23. Ord. June 2 

CLurr Witrrep, Oldham, Grocer. Oldham. Pet 
June 2 Ord. June 28. 

Crowter, James Jonnx, Chelsea, Builder. High Court 
Pet June 29. Ord. June 29 


Stonehouse, Glos 
June 29 
Bloomsbury, 


March 1. Ord 


Coventry pe Covrecy 
Gloucester. Pet. April 24. Ord 

Durand, E1teen Rex, Upper Bedford-pl 
Patent Agent. High Court. Pet* 
June 29 

Gittam, Major Vincent Anwprew, Park-av., Hampstead 
High Court. Pet. March % Ord. June % 


DaSH WOOD, 


Jones, Tuerrsa Vivian WILHELMINA, Moston, Man 
chester, Confectioner. Shrewsbury Pet. June 29 
Ord. June 2. ; 

Nerve, George Witttam, Maidenhead Tobacconist 


Windsor. Pet. Jane 30. Ord. June 30. 
PorHoritz, SoLtomon Hyrmay, Leeds, Woollen Merchant 
Leeds. Pet. May 2. Ord. June % 


Suita, Tomas, Doncaster, Stationer. Sheffield. Pet 
June 28. Ord. June 28 
London Gazette Turspar, July 6 


RECEIVING ORDERS 


DAVisoN, TaHomas, Hanwell, Estate Agent. Brentford 
Pet. April 24. Ord. June 22 

EtcHes, Artuvre Oswatp, Scarborough. Scarborough 
Pet. May 19. Ord. July 1 

Hammonp, Frepericx, Alma-rd., St. Paul’s-rd.. Canon 


bury, Porter. High Court. Pet. June 4. Ord 
June 30 

Owen, Rosert Daniet, Bangor, Slater. Bangor. Pet 
July 2. Ord. July 2 


Peance, A. C., & Co., Laurence Pountney-hill, Mer 


chants. High Court. Pet. June 4. Ord. July 1 
Perrit, Wittiam, St. Quintin’s-av., North Kensington 
_ High Court. Pet. June 8. Ord. July 1 
Watson, Epear, Middlesbrough. Grocer Middles 
brough. Pet. June 15. Ord. June 30 
Wetter, A. Crem, Charing Cross-rd High Court 
Pet. May 31. Ord July 1 ?) 


FIRST MEETINGS 


Oldham, Grocer. July 14 et 11.30. Of 
Oldham 


Ciirr, Wiurrep 
Rec., Greaves-st 


Fanswawe, Frepericx Brapronp, Reading. July 14 at 
11.30. 14, Bedford-row. ; 

HamMonp, Frepernick, Alma-rd.. St. Paul's rd,, Canon 
bury, Porter. July 14 at 11. Bankruptcy-blkdge 
Carey-st. : 


Prance, A. C.. & Co Laurence 
chants July 1 at 11 


Pountney-hill, Mer 
Bankruptcy-bldgs 


Carey-st 

Perrit, WittraM, North Kensington. July 15 at 12 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st. ; 

SMITH, THomas, Doncaster, Stationer and Newsagent. 


_ July 13 at 12. Off. Rec., Figtree-la., Sheffield. 

Watson, Epoanr, mie sbrough, Grocer. July 15 at 

_ 215. Off. Rec., 80, High-st., Stockton-on-Tees 

Wetter, A. Cectt, Charing Cross-rd. July 14 at 11 
Bankruptcy y-bldge,, Care ey-st 








Please 
help 
to maintain 
the many activites of 
THE CHURCH ARMY 
for uplifting those 
who have fallen 
in Life’s 


Struggle 
Our Social and Evangelistic Work 


in all parte muoh needs support, 
LEGACIES SOLICITED. 





Contributions (crossed Barclay’s ale 
Church Army) will be gratefully re- 
ceriwed by Prebendary Carlile, D.D., 
Church Army Headquarters, Bryanston 
Street, Marble Arch, Londen, W. 1 











rNYHOROUGHLY EXPERIENCED CON 

VEYANCING CLERK Required in Midland off e 

Apply, by letter. to H. BE. &. care of Messrs. HERBES 
10, ' ork-street, W. 1. 





DVERTISER, experienced reliable requires 


4 Appointment as Inquiry Agent, Proces# 

Server, Collector of Rents, & whole or part 

time teferences, solicitor’s and = banker’s 
29. Elm-grove, Cricklewood, Londo 


Address X., 
N.W 


W ANTED. a 
Chancery Clerk; state age 


references.— Mesars BARNES & 
° 


Basinghalletreet, E.C. 2 


RTICLED CLERK. 





Convevancing and 
salary and 
BERNARD, 2%, 





Vacancy occurs in 


4 West-End Auction and BEetate Agency 
Offices; practical experience in a branches 
Box No 500. “ Solicitors’ Journal,”’ 27, Chancery 


ane, W.C 


available for Investment i 
£]; 50. ny Lu or tim Lar gy + cere Amy 





provided active services of investors can be 
arranged for as Directors, Company Secretaries, 
Accountants. &c.- advertiser has waiting a large 


number of clients, and will share the ueual com- 
mission on capital with those who introduce 
openings in sound companies.—Write, Bor 7 
Sells. 167. Fleet-etreet, E.C. 4 


P ear r} he 
£4()() Po agora 





paid bv Solicitor 
old-fashioned Cor 


veyancing Pract ce in smal) quiet country 
town) to unadmitted Clerk, capable of taking 
absolute responsibility in Conveyancing, Probate 
and Trust Work mluding Truet and a 

necessary Duty Accounts must be good at 
figures and competent to sett’e Bille for the work 
done by him; state (in confidence) age, exact ex 
penience at each place since echoo!l, and whether 
single or married THOROUG A Box & 


“ Solicitors’ Office “hancery-lane 


London, W4 


WANTED on Mortgage (7 per cent 

Freehold security), £20,000. or 
tionate eum, on part; 150 Freehold 
ing for about £50,000, in single houees or 
&c.; as this is exceptional ae a 


Journal 
. 2 





. offered 
propor 
Houees. sell. 
pacre 


security and 


very good business for solicitors, no preliminary 
fees will ‘be paid, but £500 will be paid. to include 
survey fees, bonus aml law costes, in add tion 
to stamps on completion; solicitore lending may 
also act on reeale of aingle houses, &c.—Renly 
in confidence, Z. K. 846, care of Deacon's, Leaden 
hall-street, EC. 3 















APY ERTISER with £5,000, wishes to 
invest in sound bue'ness and take an 
active part; 20 years’ business exper e.—W rite 
Box 319, Sell's Advertising Offices, Fleet-atreet 

Et’. 4 
\ J ANTED. — £100 given for a complete 
set of “ The Law Revorte n good, sound 


or the )atest veare would be 
address, with full particulare 


condition 
Please 


library 
purchaeed 


of binding. D.. Box 1,920, care of “ Solicitors’ 
Journal” Office, 27. Chancery-lane W.( 





AW JOURNAL 


complete, 1844 to date 


REPORTS for SALE: 
bound calf and half 
calf 
Wo 


"ena Box .715, Reynell’s, 4, Chancery-lane, 














for Conversion 
or before Wednesday, 


The List Applications will be 
closed on the Zlet July, 1920. 


GOVERNMENT OF VICTORIA 
1” CONVERSION LOAN, 


1923-'925. 


OF CONVERSION TO HOLDERS OF 
GOVERNMENT 4 PER CENT. 


OFFER 
VICTORIAN 


INSCRIBED STOCK MATURING lst OCTO- 
BER, 1920 
PRICE £100 PER CENT. 


Interest payable Ist April and 1st Ootober, 
First Six Months’ Interest payable lst April, 1921. 
1925, the 


Principal repayable on the Ist October, 
Government having the option of redemption, in 
whole or in part, at par, on or after the Ist 
Octo 1923. on giving three months’ notice, 
The Government of Vietoria will comply with the 
requirements of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, in 


order that TRUSTEES MAY INVEST IN THIS 
STOCK subject to the provisions set forth in the 
Act, 1893 


Truster 


THE LONDON OOUNTY WESTMINSTER 
AND PARR'S BANK LIMITED is authorised by 
the Government or Vicrorta to offer to the 
ln f £5,999.700 outstanding 4 per cent. 
St lue Ist October, 1920, conversion at par 
to th xtent of £2.725,000 into Victorian Govern 

nt 6, per cent Inscribed Stock The three 
months’ Interest due Ist October, 1920, on the 
4 per cent. Stock will be paid on that date to 
holders converting 

Holdera of Stock converting must lodge the 
prescribed forms of assent with the Lonpon 
Corvxty Westminster AND Paarr’s' Bank 
Liurrep, Lothbury 

Any portion of the Stock not converted will 
be paid off at the Lonpon County WEsTMINSTER 
swp Parr’s Bank Liamitep on the Ist October, 
1920 


The Loan is made under the Act of the Vie- 

rian Legislature No. 1,560. 

The Stock will be inscribed in accordance with 
the provisions of “ The Colonial Stock Act, 1877,” 
40 and 41 Vict., @p. 59, in the books of the Vie- 
torn Government 64 per cent. Inecribed Stock, 


1923-1925—to be kept by the Lonpon Covuntr 
Westminster AND Parr’s Bank lLamitrep—and 
will be transferable without charge and free of 
stamp duty at that Bank, either by the Stock- 


holders personally or by their Attorneys. The 


nterest at the rate of 6\ per cent. per annum, 
will be payable half-yearly on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of Victoria at the Lonpon Covntr 
WestMInsTeR AND Parr’s Bank Limitep, Loth- 
bury, on the Ist April and lst October in each 
year, by Dividend Warrants, which will be for- 
*warded by post at the Stockholder’s risk. The 
principal will be payable at the same Bank on 
the lst October, 1925. but the Government of 
Victoria have the option of redemption, in whole 


or in part, at par, in London, on or after the 


lst October, 1923, on giving three calendar months’ 
n 

In accordance with the provisions of the Re- 
lemption Fund Act of the Victorian Legislature, 
62 Victoria, No. 1,561, the sum of ten shillings 
per cent. of the amount of Stock will be pro- 
vided annually towards the redemption of such 
Stock 


The revenues of the State of Victoria elone 
are liable in respect of this Stock and the Divi- 


dends thereon, and the Consolidated Fund of the 


Wnited Kingdom and the Commissioners of His 
Majesty's Treasury are not directly or indirectly 
liable or responsible for the payment of the Stock 


or of the Dividends thereon, or for any matter 
thereto..40 and 41 Vict., cap, SB, sec. 1 
onversion can be 


’ 
relating 


Prospectuses and Forms for ( 
obtained at the Lonpoxw Covnry WEsTMIneTER 
AND Parr’s Bank Liwrren, 41, Lothbury, E.C. 2, 
21, Lombard Street, E.C. 3, or at any of the 
Branches of the Bank 
Lonpon County Westminster AND PARr’s Bark 

Lrutrep, 

Head Office, 
41, Lothbury, London, E.C, 2, 
10th July, 1920, 
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MESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & GRANFIELD’S LIST. 


PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 
MESSRS H.E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 

l onduct PERIODICAL SALES of 

REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent) 

LIFE INTERESTS and ANNUITIES, 

LIVE POLICIES, 

Shares and Debentures, 

Mortgage Debts and Bonds, and 

Kindred Interests 
on the FIRST and THIED THURSDAYS In each month 
thronghout the year, at WINCHESTER HOUSE, Old 
Broad-street, E.C. 

Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 2 

ably Stock, London.’ Tel. Nos. * 


Telegrams, “ Invari- 


Sand 2064 ( ity 


PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 
Vf ESSRS. H.E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 


beg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
My be held at WINCHESTER HOUSE, Old Broad-street, 
b.4« 

Vendors, solicitors, and trustees having properties for 
sale are respectfully invited to communicate with 
Auctioneers, at their ()ffices, 6, Koultry, London, E.( 
Telegrams: “Invariably Stock, London.” Tel. Nos 2963 
and 20% City. 


the 


cease of firet 


POULTRY, E.C. 


Periodical Sale No 
EASES. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
will SELL, by AUCTION, at WINCHESTER 
on FRIDAY, JULY 25, at 2.0 
The ABSOLUTE REVERSION receivable on de- | 
to die of livee of 41 and 3 
HOUNDSDITCH, E 


renewable in 


1,065.—No. 2, Houndaditeh 
| 
| 


- 
HOUSE, EA 


No. 2 


on Corporation lease per- | 


Held 
petuaty 
Part 
my id tere 


Auctior 


Thomas & King, | 
an? of the 


Stone 


Bath 


culars of Mesers 


Queen square, 


cere | 


Periodical Sale No. 1.06 Reversion 


\ ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIEL D) 
4 will SEIA, by AUCTION, as above 
The ABSOLUTE REVERSION 
decease - fe 64 to one-fourth share of 
estate eatimated at 
Particul ars of Meaars 


vin’ Ir EA 


| 
receivable on | 
a truet | 
£35, 

tors, 6, Lin 
Auctioneers 


Sole 
the 


Haatie 
, and of 


lelds 
| 


| 


Shares 


Per.odical Sale No. 1.066 
\ ESSRS. H.E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 


will “FLL by AUCTION. as above 

7.751 SHARES of £ each, fully paid, in 
Falmoned Coignet Ltd Reinforced Conerete 
Engineers | 
Parti 
Dixon, Ward & 
ton street, Strand 
> 


Poultry, E.C. 2 


uml conditions of sale of Mesars 
Dixon. Solicitors, +7, Southamp- 
Ww and of the Auctioneers 


uliare 


| the Sol'citor, W. T 


By dérection of the Worehipful Company 
Skinners 


CITY OF LONDON. 


Valuable Z 
FRERHOLD GROUNDRENTS 
amounting to 
£765 108. PER ANNUM, 
secured open 
0 and 2%, WATLING-STREET, 
with rever#ione in 1925 


Nos 


Also important 
CITY FREEHOLDS, 


being ’ 
19 and 77, WATLING-STRERFT, 
low rents amounting to 
£90 PER ANNU 
with possresion in 1923 


EUS STON ROAD. 


Valuable ; 
FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS, 
* amounting to 
£161 15s. PER ANNUM, 
secured upon 
and 147, EUSTON-ROAD, 
BHUSTON-ROAD. 
and 19352 respectively 
by AUCTION, by 


Nos 
let at 


Nos. 145 
INWOOD-PLACE 
w th reversions in 1922 
W ll be offered for SALE 
MESSRS. 
at rrATT ’ , "1 r = 
“ST. QUINTIN, SON & STANLEY, 
at WINCHBPSTER HOUSE. Old Broad-street. EC, 
on MONDAY, JULY 2, 1920. at 2.50 p.m 
Particulars, plane, am? conditions of eale of 
AINSLIE, Esq., 2, New-equare, 
Lincoln's Inn, WC. 2. 
Surveyor: W. CAMPBELL eels F.R.I.B.A.. 
Skinners’ Hall, 9. Dowgate-hill 4, and of 
the Auctioneers, 50, ona tee RI E.C. 2 











FOUND AT LAST! 


A Stationer who can be relied on for 
excellence of work, promises fulfilled, and 
examination of work at competitive prices. 


WESTALL’S LIMITED, 
George Street, Richmond, 
LAW STATIONERS 
Deeds engrossed, Plans « 
Duplicating, 





6, Surrey 


opied, Typewriting, 
Translations, &<« 
Shorthand Writers OO Courts 
COUNTRY ORDERS receive spétial attention and all 
orders executed by return post A trial solicited 


Also at LONDON, CAMBRIDGE, OXFORD AND 
SOUTHAMPTON 











LAW ASSOCIATION, 
For 
the Benefit 
of Widows and 
Families of Solicitors 
in the Metropolis and 
Vicinity Inatituted 1817. 
Supported by Life and Annaa! Sub- 
eriptione and by Donations. This 
Association consists of Solicitors taking ovt 
London Certificates and of retired Solicitors 
who have practised under London Certificates: 
and its objects are (amongst others) : To grant rel e 
to the Widows and Children of any deceased 
Member, or if none; then to other relativ-s 
dependent on him for support The 
Relief afforded last year amounted 
to £1,572 <A Subscription of 
One Guinea per annum 
constitutes a Member 
and a payment of 
Ten Guineas Mem- 
bership for 
Life. 
Applications to be made to the 7 oe Evelyn F. 
Barron, 3, Gray's-inn-place, London W. 





INEBRISTY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For the Treatment 
privately 


of Gentlemen under the 
For particulars apply to 


Dr. F. 8. D. HOGG, 
Resident Medical Supe, 
P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH 


intendent 


Telsphone : 


Act and 


BRAND’S 
Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 


SRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, $. W. 


| ST. 


By direction of Executors. 
CITY OF LONDON. 
The highly valuable 
FREEHOLD ro TY, 
nown a 
Nos. 52 and 53, CHE “A PSIDE, E.C 
let at pre- -war rentals amounting to 
£2,560 PER ANNUM, 
but with early possession of the 
GROUND. RASEMENT, and two UPPER FLOORS 
Well enited for occupation by an 
IMPc R TANT BANKING or INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 
Will be offered for SALE by 
MESSES 
QUINTIN, SON & STANLEY 
at WINCHESTER HOUSE, Old Broad-street, E.C., 
on MONDAY, JULY 2, 1920, at 2.30 p.m. 
Particulars, plan, and conditions of sale of the 
Solicitors, Messre. MOON, GILKS & CO., &, 
Rloomebury-acuare, W.C. 1, and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 50, Threadneedle-street, E.C. 2. 


AUCTION, by 





W TANTED, Nos. 30, 35 and 49 of Weekly 
Reporter, Vol. 54, 1995-6 ; @d. will be paid for each 


at the Office, 27, Chancery-lane W.C. 2. 


£5 T0 £5,000 ADVANCED 


gine 
pipe Ape ot ee 2 uke 




















The Market for Diamonds, Emeralds, Pearls, Plate, &c. 


SPINK & SON, LTD., 


Diamond and Pearl Merchants and Medallists to His Majesty by Appointment (Established 1772) 
16, 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W.1, & 6, KING STREET, ST. JAMES’, S.W., 
beg to intimate they Value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS of deceased estates 


at most moderate terms. 


A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the U.K. 
Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied. Promptitude and accuracy guaranteed. 














